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An ANSWER to a late Pampblet , 
Intitsled, Obedience and Sub- 
miſſion to the Preſent Govern=- 
ment, Demonſtrated from Bishop 
Overall's Convocation=-Book. 


HE Anthor for Introdudti- 
on begins with charging the 
Non-(wearers with Mace 
or Ignorance, for reproach- 
ing thoſe of the Church of 

England, who have taken the Oaths, 
with deſerting their Principles. 

Perhaps the Authour thinks it a ve- 
ry maliticus Thing in them, to be de- 
prived of their Livings and Pieferments, 
(for what other Inſtances of Malice they 
have been guilty of I cannot deviſe. ) 
Well, it was /pigbefully done of them 
to loſe their Livelyhoods, ardin ſuch a 
reflecting manner, to reproach thoſe 
who ſwore, and kept or advanced 
theirs: Whereas they might have ta- 
ken the Oaths, ard if thcy conld not 
with a good Conſcience , at le:{t they 
ought to have done it to ſave the Re- 
putation of their Brethren. The other 
Branch of the Charge is Iznorance, and 
if by that the Authcur means, That 
they do not know, but thoſe have de- 
ſerted their Principles , for my part, I 
confeſs the Fact, I am thus ignorant, 
and I wonder when we ſhall be better 
inform'd, They have often been called 
upon to ſhew the Corhiſtency of their 
preſent PraCtices, cither with the Ge» 
neral Princip!es of the Church of En- 
gland, or with their own Principles 
heretofore, but they will not vouchſafe 
tO doe it, And for any thing this Au- 


thour, or any other hath ſaid, we are 
ſtill like to be kept in Ignorance, 

We confeſs plainly, we have not Skill 
to reconcile them, and we want their 
help, and if they will not afford it us, 
and reconcile them themſelves, whoſe 
Fault is it ? 'Tis true, they are not ſpas 
ring of Arguments, taken out of Par- 
ſons the Jeſuite, and from the Rebels in 
the Year 42. and from the Advocates 
of Crompwell's Uſurpation. Theſe we 
meet with in every Pamphlet, but we 
hope we may be pardon'd, if we de 
not take theſe for Principles of the, 
Church of Erpland, and a Man may 
look. his. Eyes out, before he can find 
any other; and this Authour is the firft 
that ever pretended to produce any 
publick ACt of the Church of Eng/and 
in favour of ſuch Practices, and how. 
fairly he hath done it, we ſhall ſee by 
and by. 

In the mean time, if what he alledges 
from thence were true, ( as it is not;, ) 
it will Ly ro means juſtifie chem; for 
it is at beſt Lut a pretence taken up af- 
ter the F.Ct. And as a ſubſequent Law 
cannot condemn, ſo neither can it juſti- 
fie a Fact previous to it. [And I pre- 
ſume there is not one fingle Perſon, but 
what had taken the Oath, either before 
the publication of the Convecation-Beok, 
or Without any reſpect to it: So that 
whatever the Senſe or Authority of that 
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Converation may he, it Fgnifies nothing full Guilt of Perjury transferr our Ally t- 


to juſtifie or excuſe the Proceedings 
of thoſe who knew nothing of it, nor 
ated with any minner of reference t1 
it. Let them ſhew any other publick ACt 
of the Church, any Opinion of one of the 
apprav'd Sqgns of the Church of England, 
the Practice of any one that own'd her 
Principles, in favour of the Doctrines 
they now teach, and the Practices they 
now follow, and then they fay ſome- 
thing: But in vain do they pretend to 
Juſtifie themſelves from a Convocation- 
Bock, when they had done the Fact 
before they ever heard of, or ſaw the 
Book they pretend to juſtifie themſelves 
by. This Authour talks of Demonſtra- 
tion from this Book, but it concerns 
him, and others that call themſelves 
of the Church of Erngiand, to demon- 
ſtrate it from ſomething elſe, or they 
can never ſatisfie their Conſcienees, 
that they have aCted in Conformity to 
the Principles of the Church of England; 
for thoſe who had done the Buſineſs 
long before, can never ſhelter them- 
ſelves by any Proofs taken from this 
Book, if any ſuch there be; and whe- 
ther there are or no, we come now to 
Examine. 


The Authour ſays, That he lays dotn 
the Doftrine about Government and Al- 
legiance in four Propoſitions , ;extraited 
out of the Convocation-Book, to which 
almoſt the whole Controverfie may be re- 
due'd * 

And they are theſe : 


1. That the Power of Kings tvas oript- 
nally Patriarchal, Derived from God, and 
not from the People. 

2. That Deſcent tn Hereditary King- 
doms, 1s the Ordinary way whereby a Right 
and Title to the Cramwn 1: claimable, 

3. That no Violence 4s to be uſed to 
Kings from their own Subjeits, for any 
Irrigularities they commute, 

4. That having Swarn Allegianoe , to 
# Pringe, we cannot, without the dread- 


ance, whilſt hs continues #9 bav? an Au- 
thorttative Rivht and Title to th2 Crown. 


Now 'tis to he rememberd, that the 
Anthour faith, that theſe four Prop-/t- 
tions are extracted ouf of the Convoca® 
tion Book, I ſuppoſe he does not mean 
That they are all there, in (> many 
Words, (for that is not ſo ; ) but that 
h2 hath in them delivered the f-nle of 
the Convocation about G,v:ram2nt and 
Allegiance 3 and whether he hath faith= 
fully done fo, is the ſubject of the pre- 
ſent Enquiry, And I ſhall ſkew, and 
(fiance the Authour is delighted with 
the word) demonſtrate, That he hath 
omitted many things that are material, 
and pertinent to the preſent Contro- 
verfie about Government and Allegi- 
ance, That what he hath drawn up 
into theſe Pcopokitions, he hath in ſome 
of them (iſ not in all) curtail'd and Gdi- 
migiſh'd the full ſenſe of the Conroca- 
tion. That, above all, by adding words 
and Limitations, and Gloſſes, and Ex- 
plications, he hath deftroy'd the Text, 
and perfectly corrupted and perverted 
their Senſe: I ſhall ſhew this in exa- 
mining the particulars. 


The fift Propoſition I ſhall examine 
laſt, becauſe the Authour builds upon 
it, and ſays, It 75 tbe Ground-work of 
the whole Diſcourſe, and gives occaſion 
for Enquiry into it afterwards. 


The ſecond Propokition is thus in the 
Authour: That Deſcent in Hereditary 
Kingdoms 1s the ordinary way whereby a 
Right and Title to the Crown 3s Clatma- 
ble. And that we may be ſure not to 
miſtake him, he adds, I /iy, is the Or- 
dinary way : 
way is his own, and ng@t in the Text, 
nor can be made out mn the ſenſe of the 
Autbour: For though there may be 
ſome extraardinary ways in hereditary 
Kingdoms, that may give a Right and 
Title to the Crown, befides Deſcent, as 
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God's particular Nomination and Ap- 
pointment, the ExtinQion or Submiſſi- 
on of the Right Heirs, Yet the Au- 
thour's extraordinary way is none of 
them: For thongh in explaining this 
Propofition he tells us, (according to 
the Convocation, ) that the Lord may 
and is able to overthrow Kings, not- 
withſtanding any Claim, Right, Title, 
or Intereſt, that they can chalenge to 
to their Kingdoms; yet if he be confi- 
{tent to' himſelf, by all this he means 
only God's permiſſive Providence, in per- 
mitting another Perſon to take Pofle(- 
ſion of the Crown: And then I ſay a- 
gain, That this is not the Senſe of the 
Convocation, but the contrary ; and 
let any Man read the ſeventeenth Ca- 
non of the fuft Book, and he will ſoon 
be ſatisfied, If any Man [hall affirm , 
That the Kingdom of Judah by Gzd's Or- 
dinanee going by Succeſſ#a, when one 
King was dead, bis Heir was not in Rigbt 
their King , (howbeit by ſome Athaliah 
he might be hindred from enjoying it , ) 
or that the People were not bound with- 
eut any farther eircumſtance, upon ſuffi- 
cient notice of thety former King's death, 
#0 bave obeyed bis Heir apparent, as their 
L agfull King, he doth greatly erre. 
From whence there is nothing more 
plain, than that the Senſe of the Con» 
vocation is, That notwithſtanding any 
Uſurped Pofſeflion of the Crown, and 
ſuch as Athaliah's was, (which continu- 
ed ſome Years, ) the People were bound 


to pay Obedience to the right Heir, as. 


their lawfull King. And then I wonder 
what becomes of Poſſeſſion, and perms/- 
frve Providence: And before the Au- 
thour can demonſtrate otherwiſe, he 
mult firſt demonſtrate this Canon, and 
a great many other things out cf the 
Book, But of this more hereafter. 


The third Propofition is, That noVi- 
olence 15 to be uſed to Kings for any Irre- 
eularities that they commit, This does 
not fully expreſs the Senſe of the Con- 
vocation, but the Authour's Comment 


deſtroys it, The Authour ,. in explai- 

ning or proving this Propoſition, ſays, 
For the Deftrine of Paſſive Obedience to 
a Government eſtabliſhed by Law, (then 
by the way, there 1s no Paſſive Obedi- 
ence Cue to a Government not eftabli- 
ſhed by Law, ) whether the Prince be- 
limited, and |worn to govern by Laws 
cheſen by the People, i enatted with br 
Conſent , or the Prince be ab/qlute, and 
ky Vl ſufficiently declared, be the Law, 
is of abſolute neceſſity to the Support of 
any Government, From whence, it 
ſeems, that the Authour hath got Mr. 
Zobnſon's Paſſive Obedience, and limits 
it to the Laws, and not to the Prance :: 
And if ſo, this is not only a plain Con- 
tradiction to the Convocation, but to 
his own extracted Propoefitionz for 
that is, That Kings are to receive no: 
I/zolence from their Subjects for any Ir- 
regularities they commit... Now though 
Irregularities is a fine word, and not in 
the Convocation, yet I (uppoſe the Au- 
thour does not mean leſs by it, than a. 
Prince aCting and governing againſt: 
Law, eſpecially join'd with that Uni-: 
verſal, for any Irregularities they com-, 
mit. And then afſume, that Pſſive-* 
Obedience is due to-a lawfull Prince, 
notwithſtanding, and upon his ating, 
and. governing againſt Law,. And this. 
I am ſure is the Senſe of the Convoca- 
tion; and if the Authour cannot tell. 
how to extraCt this Propoſit:on, T have , 
been fo civil as to extract it for him. 


The. fourth Propoſition is , That ha«* 
ving ſworn Allegiance to a Prince, we 
cannot, without the dreadfull Guilt of 
Perjury, transfer our Allegiance , whilſt 
he continues to have an Authoritative 
Right and Title to the Crewn, Now I. 
would gladly know , frum what place 
of the Convocatlon-Book this Propo. - 
fition is extraCted. The Print refers us 
to Canon 36. but there is nothing in 
that Canon of Oaths or Allegiance, and 
therefore. that I ſuppoſe is the Erronr: 
of the Preſs, and it ſhould be Can. 30; 

Where 
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where there is ſomething of it, but not 
one word of the Authour's Limitation 
of the Continuance of an Anthoritative 
Right and Title, but the contrary, Iad- 
dus, when Alexander ( having over= 
thrown Darius ) ſent to him to affiſt him 
in his Wars, and become Tributary to the 
Macedonians, as he had been to the Per- 
fians; return'd for Anſwer, That he 
mipht not yield thereto, becauſe be bad 
ſy an Oath for his true Allegiance to 
Darius, which he mrigbe not lawfully vis- 
late whilſt Darius bw'd, Now I ſuppoſe 
that whilſt Darius /iv'd, is not whillt 
he continved to have an authoritative 
Right and Title, and he muſt have an 
extraordinary Faculty at Demonſtrations 
that can demonſtrate them to be the 
fame; and beſides, the Convocation 
ſuppoſes that Darivs had not at that 
time that authoritative Title the Au- 
thour mentions; for they tell us ex- 
preſly, that this was when Darius was 
eſcaped by Flight, after bis Army was d:(= 
cmſiteds And therefore once again I 
dcfire the Favour, that the Authour 
would tei!l me, where he had this Ay 
thoritative Right and Title; for there is 
Hot ore word of it in the Convocation 
Book, nor any thing like it. I know 
the Authour is reſolved to have it, and 
therefore preſently adds, I ſay, Anthort- 
tatrye Rignt and Title, Well the Au- 
thour may fay what he pleaſe, What is 
that to me, or to the buſineſs? Tae 
Queſtion is not what the Anthonr ſays, 
but what the Convocation ſays. The 
Authonr perhaps may think it better to 
transfer his Allegiance to any Power, 
than to be bound up by his Oath; and 
if he like it , he may enjoy his own hu- 
mour ; but then let him not father this 
upon the Convocation, and make them 
lay what thry never intended, nor 
thought on. The Authour goes on, 
The Caſe may ſo happen, thae theſe being 
feparated, th: Claim of Right, without 
the Antharity, cannot chailenge our Alle= 
g:ance. The contrary to which is as 
cxpreſly delivered and ailerted by the 
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Convocation, as any thing can be; as in 
the Caſe of Foaſh and Athaliab, (Chap, 
and Can. 23.) where, notwithſtanding 
Foaſh had none of our Authon:'s Au- 
thoritative Right and Title , and had 
onely Claim of Right, without the Aus 
thority, © Yet when Fehozada called the 
* People together, and being acquain= 
* ted with the Preſervation of their 
« Prince, they all together by a Cove« 
* nant acknowledged their Allegiance 
© to him, as unto their lawfull King ; 
and in conſequence of that ſlew A4tha- 
liab the Uſurper, And the Convoca- 


tion adds, That © In all the proceſs of Þ, 41, 42; 


© which action nothing was done which 
© God himſelf did not require at their 
* Hands and the Reaſon of this they 
« vive, Foaſh, their late King's Son, 
* being then their onely natural Lord 
* and Sovereign , although Athalirh 
* kept him for fix Years from the Pol- 
* ſeſſion of his Kingdom. 

This is plain enough, and needs no 
farther inſiſting on; and what Opinion 
ſoever our Authour may have of his 
own Notion, That the Claim of Riehe, 
without the Authority , cannot challenge 
Allegiance: Yet I hope he will hereat- 
ter be carefull how he aſcribes it to the 
Convocation. Iam contented to own 
with the Authour, That the Caſe may 
{o happen, that Authority (in the Au- 
thour's Senſe) and Right may be ſepa- 
rated ; but the Qneſtion is, whether Al- 
legiance may be ſeparated from Right , 
and transferred to Auvthority without 
Right. That the Authour does, but 
the Convocation never afſerted: It is 
plain in the foregoing Inftance, That, 
according to the Convocation, Right 
without Authority may and ought to 
challenge Allegiance ; and it is as plain 
from the fame and other Inſtances, that 
Authority without Right cannot chal- 
lenge it. There are indeed ſome In- 
ftances of tran-ferring Allegiance, men- 
tioned and ,uitified in the Convocation 
Book; and our Authour, and ſome 
others, preſently conclude from thence, 


That 


_ 
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That they juftifie paying and transfer- 
ring Allegiance to any Perſon poflcfſed 
of Power, though without Right, nay, 
againſt it. And this is a fundamental 
Miſtake , and ariſes for want of Couſt- 
dering, That in thelc Cafes the Convo- 
cation never requires , nor juſtifies the 
transferring Allegiance, but only where 
the Right is transferred likewiſe, Thus 
in the Caſe of Jehyz, the Convocation 
expreſly afferts, That Febu was the /aw- 


full King, and Toram was then his Sub- 


ject ; (3. e.) the Right was in Feb, ani 
not in. Jeram. So alſo of Abd, when 
he was authoriſed to kill the King of 
Fglon;z he was firſt made a, Judge, 
Prince, and Ruler, and the Convoca- 
tivn ſays expreſly, That *1t is not 
&* ]awfull for any Perſon whatfſocver , 
© upon pretence of any Revelation, In- 
* ſpiration, or Commandment frgm 
* God, cither to touch the Perſon of 
« his Sovereign, or to bear Arms a- 
« gainft him, except God ſhould firſt 
* adyance the ſaid Perſon from his prt> 
« yate Eſtate, and make him a King. 
So that 'tis plain, in the ſenſe of the Con- 
vocation, there was ficft cnely a Right 
before Allegiance becamedue, and they 
challeng'd Allegiance by virtue of that 
Right. And the ſame may be ſaid of 
their Submiſſion and Obedience to the 
Baby,ontans, the Perſians, Macedonians 
and the Romans; all meationed and ju'- 
tified by the Convocation Book, theſe 
reſpective Governments had a Right of 
Gove: nment over the Jews, though 
not mm the fame manner with the for 
mer by Godsexpreſs Nomination, yet 


they acquired a Right by the Submil-; 
fiog and acknowledgment of thoſe, in: 


whom the Right was; And for the 
Proof of. this I ſhall look no. farther 
than our Authour, who tells us expgret(- 
ly (pag. 8, 9.) Thar the Kings of Iracl 
and Judah, became net only Iribitary but 
Subj to the Kings of Babylon. - Ard 
then I wonder what the Authourreans 


by Saying upun this Propoſition, (pag. 


3:) That the Claim of Right without the 
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Authority cannot challenge Alegiance, a3 
in the Caſe of the Kings of I{racl and Ju- 
dah, that were led Captive by the Baby® 
lonians, who they ſurvived in Babylon, 
ard ſome of them out of Confinement. For 
what if they did furvive, and whether 
they were in or out of Confinementy 
yet, being Subjes, what Claim of Right 
had they? And the Authour himſelf 
ſays, that, being Subjefts, whatever other 
duty might, yet Allegiance could no way 
be due to them; and what Right ſoever 
they might have before, by becoming 
Subjects, they had transferred it to the 
King whoſe Subjects they were 3 and 
that with the Submiſſion of the People 
L hope was i{ufficient to make a Right 
in thoſe Princes to that Government , 
and in confequence of that Right to 
make Allegiance to become due: So 
that however the: Authour may: icon- 
tradict himſelf, it is plainn allithe In- 
{tauces the Convocation.mentions and 
juſfifics, Allegiance followed Right, 


and not merely Poſſefſton, or (as gur , 


Authour calls it) Authority. 


It is objeCted from Joſepbns, (L.1 = a 


C. 8.) That ( whatever be might anſwer) 


Jaddus aQualiy became a Subjeft to Alex- 


ander while Darius" was alzve, and alſo 
before hb: was totally and finally ſubdued 


For Joſephus #2/{s us, that after the taking 


of T yre, Alexander being diſpleated with 
Jaddus's-Anfwer, 'came dzrefly to Jeruſas 
lem, por whoſe approach Jaidus 1:1 his 
Pontifical Attire meets him, and ſubmits: 
to bim, and Alexander, znſtcad of exetu- 


ting bus revenge, falls down before lim, as' 
;Jion at Dio ſeen a Perſon 


haums. in a 
ſo attzred, &e, 

To this | auſwer, 

I. That the Story it (elf is very ſuf- 
P1tious- | 

IL. If it were true, it. would not 
prove what-it is alledged for. 
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T. The Story is very ſufpitious, up- 
en theſe two Accounts: 


tr. No Authour, betiles Foſephns L 
and thoſe that had it from him, men- 
tions or takes notice of any tuch thing. 
There is not the leaſt footitep of it in 
Dicdorns Siculus, or Plutarch, or Quin- 
8145 Curtins, or Arian, or Fiſhin, all 
very gc:0d and diligent Hiſtorians 3 and 
{to lay the Truth of them) every one 
ct them a more creditable Authour 
than Joſepbus. Diodorus Siculus was 
much neaper the time, and wrote 160 
years before Feſepbus, and each of them 
gives a punctual account of the whole 
Proprelſs of 4exandery. and yet not one 
word of Faddus, or Feruſalem. Now 
if it were true, as J2/ephns records, it 
is as memorable a paſlage as any in the 
whole Expedition ; and it is a ſtrange 
thing, that thoſe whe are ſo punctual 
as to tell us of his wanting Sleep, ct 
his Dreans, and of his taking Phy ſick, 
ſhould yet pretermit, and filently paſs 
over a thing every way fo remarkable, 
And what is yet more ttrange, if Foſec- 
pbus bein; the right, they tell ns the 
clean contrary, viz. That from the 
Siege of Tyre Alexander went directly 
to Gaza, and ſoon into /Ezyp?, to the 
Temple of F-1piter Hamon, and fo from 
place to place, till he came to Gargo- 
mela, where he fought the laſt Battle 
with Darzus. | 


2. Fhe Difficulty of reconciling. it 
with Chronology. Joſephus tells us, 
That Manaſles tbe younger Brother of Jad- 
dus, married the Daugbter of Sanballat, 
and for which Jaddus depoſed him from 
the Prieftbood, and Sanballat for to en- 
courage him, by leave obtained from Ale» 
xander, buile a Temple in Samaria, and 
made Manaſſes High Prieſt. Now San- 


the 29th Year of Artaxorxer Login te 
nu, Now trom the 20 h Year of Ar- 
taxerxes, to the taking of Tyre, is 115 
Years, and :t is thus computed : 


Years, 

Artaxerxes Loygimanus reigned At 
Darius Noythus 19 
Artaxerxes Mnemon 43 
Ochbus 23 
Arſcs 3 
Darius Codomanus 6 

135 


From which ſubtract 20. of Artaxerxcs 


. Longimanus, and there reinains 115, 


Now as Calviſins obſerves, the Govern- 
ment of Syria and Samaria, being a 
Place of great Authority and Truſt, 
Sawblat , when the Government was 
conferred upon: him, could not be a 
young Man, but of good Years and Ex- 


perience;z and the lealt we can ſuppoſe 
him to be at the beginning of his Go» 


vernment, ( and how long that might 
be before Nehbemiab's going up to Feru- 
ſalem, the Scripture is filent ; but it is 
certain, that it was before, ) is of the 
Age of 30. And add this tu the for- 
mer Account, 

115. 

30 

145 
And then Sanballat at that Time muft 
i one hundred fourty and five years 
And it is to be obſerv'd, that this is 
the ſhorteft Computation, and I believe 
the trueft. Thoſe who reckon Sozdia- 
nus, and a ſecond Xerxes, as Kings of 
Perſia, make it yet longer. And 7atl- 
dus and Ainaſſes could not be much 
younger: For that Nehemiab (Ch, 1:3. 
v2r.21.) takes notice of this Marriage 


a 


*./ "Age IS 


e1.2.19. ballat was Prefect of Syria, and. Gover= with the Daughter of Sanballat, and 
4. I. nour of the Samaritans, when Nebe- (Ch. 12. ver. 22: ) intimates Iaddus's 
6.1, -z;ab built the Walls of Feruſalem, and then being High Prieft. Now Brietins 
2.1, diſtuebed the Building, ©, This was tells us, That Nehrmigh dyed "_ 
* Tear 
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Year of Artaxervet Lorgimanus, and 


Anna!, ad from the Death of Arraxerxes, to the 
An. Mun, taking of Tyre, as appears by the Com- 


3629, 


Antig. 
{.t, 


putation, is 94 Years. Now how long 
Nehemiah wrote his Book before he 
dy'd does not appear; nor is it certain 
how old Iaddus and Manaſſes then were ; 
But it is plain, That Manaffes, the 
younger Brother, was then married; 
and *tis probable Iaddus was then High- 
Prieſt, and I think the leaft we can al- 
low for the time of Nebemiab's living, 
after he ended his Book , and for the 
marriazeable Age of Manaſſes, and 
then for Izddus's Age, as elder than 
him, the leaſt we can allow is 3o Tears, 
and it js very probable it was much 
more, To this add'94, the former 
Computation, and then Iadds, at that 
time Jeſephus faſtens this Story, muſt 
have been 124 Years old. 

And this is the leaſt and loweſt ac- 
count: But if we take Joſephus his 
ComWtation, it will be yet much lon- 
ger; for he tells us Nebem:ab built the 
Walls of Jeruſalem the 28:b Year of 
Aerxes, and dyed ſome time after, 
And then from the Death of Aerxes, 
accounting 10, it will be 41 years more, 
even all the time of Artaxerxes Lon- 
gimanus, and then Taddus muſt have 


been: One hundred fixty and five Years: 


old. 
Vears.- 
4t- 
- 324 


165 


Theſe are Difficulties that have per- 
plexed 2ll Chronologers, aud ſome fin- 
ding it impoſſible to reconcile it, have 
been tempted to reject this Story of 
Iaddus and Sanballat, as a were Inven- 
tioa of Joſepbys. 

There are but two things faid, that 
will make this Account, of Joſephus ſo 
much as probable 3 but both of them 
are as unaccountab!le- as Joſephus him- 
ſelf, Some , as Calviſint , Kee. iet the 


'; 


% 


going of Nebemiah to Fernſalem fixty 

Years forwards in the Reign of Artax- 

erxes Mnemon; But all thoſe that do 

ſo, fix the Time of finiſhiog the ſecond 

Temple (to make their Account hang: 
together, ) not in the Reign of Darius 

Hyſta/pis , but of Darins Notbus, But 

this (bcfides that it is againſt the Judg- 
ment of Clemens Alexdrinus, Euſebi= 
us, and all Chranologers till Sca/rger, ) 
inſtead of clearing one Difficulty, -it 
makes more and greater: For it the 
ſecond Temple was finiſhed in the 
Reign of Darius Nothus, then Exgra , 
and all thoſe that ſaw the firft Temple, 
and (ſurviv'd the building of the ſecond, 
muſt have been at leaſt 180 Years old 
and then alſo Zerubbabel and Feſhua 
muft have lived to 145 Years. The. 
Compute. is thus: The Temple of 
Solemen was deſtroyed in the Eleventh. 
Year of Zedechiab, and that was eleven 
Years after the beginning of the B. by- 
loniſh Captivity. The Captivity laſted 
70 Years, and all agree that theſe 76* 
Years ended ſome time in the Reign of 
Cyrus, and probably three Years before 
his Death. Now from thoſe 3 years of 
Cyrus, to the 6th of Darins Nothus, in 
which ( faith Calviſivs, and thoſe that 
follow that Account) the ſecond Tem+ 
ple was finiſhed, is 1 5:Years. 


Years. 
Emrus 3 
Cambyſes 7 
Inter. Mag. I 
Darius Hyftaſpis 36: 
MAerxes 2C 
Artax. Longin, 41 
Darius Nothus = 
115: 


To this add 59 years of the Captivity. 
and 6 years to a Child to lodge any 
thing in his memory :« and then Exrz 
and the reſt muſt have been of the 
age of 180, 


”7 
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lppare 


Years. 
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Now that Exya was living at the De- 


4n. 25« ſtruction of the farit Temple appears; 


I2t. 
Ezra 


ce 


bid. 
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- for that his Father Serareb was then 


{lain by N-buchadnezzar. And that ſe- 
veral others, who (aw the fi:{t Tem- 
ple, and were returned from Captivity, 
and living at the building the (econd, 
is evident from the Prophet Hapgas, 
Ch. 2. ver. 3. Foo 14 left amons you 
that ſaw this Houſe in her firſt Glory ? 
And bow do ye ſee it now 2 Is it not 1n 
your Eyes in compariſon of it as nothing ? 
Calvifiiis takes notice of this, pretending 
to anfwer it, by ſaying, that thele words 
do not mean , as if any one that had 
ſeen So/omon's Temple was then alive ; 
hut they are (o to be taken, as it he 
had faid, If, or Oh ebat any of you bad 
ſcen, 8c. in the fame manner that qur 
Saviour's Words are to be underſtood, 
Foat man among you , baving an bun- 
dred Sheep, &c. and that they might 
collect the largeneſs of the Temple 
from the Foundations of it , and from 
the compaſs of Mount Moria. As if 
the Prophet had onely ſpoken a Para- 
ble to them, or as if by ſeeing the Glo- 
7), be only meant the R 4biſh: Whereas 
"tis plain, that the Prophet does not 
mean. h2ht in Imagination and .allu- 
favely , but aCtual ſeeing, and ſuch” as 
whereby they might compare one. with 
the other, Is it not in your Eyes in-com- 
pariſon of zt as nothing ? and how could 
that. be; "except their Eyes had ſeen the 


Glory of the firſt Temple, as well as the 


meanneſs of that they then faw ? And 
why thould theſame word (ſee, ). and 
relating alio to the comparing one ob- 
3c of Sight wit} another, in the fame 
tinz, be underſt od in two different 


{enſes, in a metaphorical and a proper 


(8) *'S 


ſenſe ; and'if not, then they actually , 
and in 's y- wi ſenſe ſaw the Temple 
in her Glory, as they did ſee it in 
the mean condition it then was. -And 
this is the ſenſe of all the Interpreters 
I have met with, and particularly of 
St. Hierom, (in locum.) And the Pro- 
phet plainly ſeems to refer to that of 
Ezra, Ch. 3. ver, 12. and which was 
but 12 or 13 Years before, The Prieſts 
and Fathers that were a»:cient Men, and 
had ſeen the firſt Houſe, when the Foun- 
dation of this Iſe was {aid before their 
Eyes, w:pt with a loud voice, and many 
f 429 aloud for joy. And this I hope 
is not a Scene in the Fancy, or merely 
ſeing the Foundations: For why ſhould 
the ſight of the Rubbiſh fo mightily at- 
fect them? Or what necd the mention 
of ancient Mn? Or what could be the 
Reaſon. of that great diffcreiice, that 
ſme ſhould weep with a loud Voice, 
and others ſhout for joy , for all (aw 
the Foundations aiike ; and the young 
Men ſaw them as well as the ancient 
Prieſts and Fathers. It is plzin there- 
fore, That ſome of thoſe that were at 
the building of the ſecond Temple , 
ſaw the fickk Temple in its Glory, and 
while it ſtood ; but then it is. as plain, 
that the ſecond Temple was finiſh'd in 
the Reign of Darius Hyſtaſpis*and con- 
ſequently that Exra and N-bemiah went 
up to Fernfalem, not in the Reign of 
Artaxerxes Mnemon, but of Artaxer- 
xes Longimanus ; and then it will fol- 
low, that if Sanballat liv'd to the time 
of Alexaxder, he nuft at the Siege of 

Thre have been 145 years old, 
: But however Calvifius thought he 
had got an Anfwer to that of Haggas,z 
yet the caſe of 7 erubbabel and FTbus 
perplexes him, and he. docs not know 
what to ſay to it: Por.it is plain that 
Zerubbabel and Frſh1ab (the one as Go- 
vernoar, the other as High Prieft) went 
up to Feruſalem upon the Edict of Cy- 
r45, and continued in their reſpective 
Stations till the Temple was finiſhed , 
and probably fome time after 3 but if 
"TY that 
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that Temple 
6th. of Dariur Norkrs then both Je- 


-w=cnot finiſh 'till the 


rubbabel and Feſhua muſt, have been © 

the Age of 145. which gy dif- 
ficulty with Sanballat ; for the 
Edict of Cyrus to the 6th. of Darius No- 
thus is, as appears before, 115 years; and 
to this add 3o, as a Competent ape to 
qualifie them for ſuch great Offices, 


Magna eft hes di- 
| ftlantia, cujus exem- 
; plum par innulla alia 
| hiſtorta dars poteſt. 
| Ibid. 141. 

Animadv. in Eu- 
Jeb. Chron. p. 90. 
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aud that makes 145. 


Caluifius plainly confe(- 
ſeth, That this is a great 
diſtance,” and that there is 
not the like Example in a- 
ny other Hiſtory. I know 
Scaliger makes nothing of 
it, aSif it had been a very 
ordinary matter for men 
to live ſo long ; but for all 


that it would have puzzled him, to 
have given but a few Inftances; and 
thoſe that have been they are famous, 
| | and as much tak+en notice of by Hilto- 
| rians, as great Prodigies ; and that al- 
ſo (like our old Parr) though it be of 
Men of the moſt private condition and 
extraQtion, and much more if it were 
of Princes and Govyernours; and yet 
neither Foſephus himſelf, nor any 0- 
ther Hiſtorian takes the leaft notice ei- 
| ther of Zerubbabe/or Feſbua; or of San- 
 ballat, Nehemiah, or laddus, living to 

any wonderful Age. And this I think 
is another prejudice to the Story. 

But there is one thing more, and 
which I take to be full out as wonder- 
ful, and that is, that Zerubbabe! ſhould 
continue Governour of the Jews ({ as 


he muſt do, if Calvi/ius bein the right ) 
under 7 Succeſfive Kings of Peyfia, and 
theſe of ſuch differing Tempers and In- 
clinations,and efpecially with reſpect to 


the Aﬀairs of Judea; ſuch inſtances are 
. as rare in the World, and perhaps more 
fare, than for a Man tolive to 150 or 
9 - 200 Years. 


This Chronologers and 


Hiſtorians ( as far as my reading ſerves.) 
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do not. take notice of, and yet I think 
it perpiexes the Cauſe as much, and 
is. 8s hardly to be reconcild to the 
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common Obſervations among Mew, ad 
ſuch wonderful long lives. | 1 
Theſe are difficulties that are not 
eafily reconcil'd ; and therefore ſome 
take another way, and ſuppoſe that 
there were 2 Sanballats, and 2 Iadduſes 
one in the time of Nehemsab, and the 
other of Alexander ; but befides that, 
Foſepbus, nor no other Hiftory intimate 
any ſuch thing : It would be one of the 


| ſtrangeſt accidents in the World ; for 


to make the Story compleat, you muſt 
not only ſuppoſe two Senballats, and 
twoladduſes, but that each of the Iad- 
duſes had a Brother, which Married 
the Daughter of each of the Sanballars, 
and for which reſpectively they were 
depos'd from the Priefthood. Now ſuch 
a concurrence of allcircumftances is like - 
the Platonick year ; and is not likely to 
return ſooner, Oc if ſuch a ſtrange thing 
ſhould happen , is it- probable that all 

Hittories would have been falent of it e 
And all this plainly ſhews, with what 
difficulties this matter is-clogg'd, and 
how perplex'd Chronologers have been 
with it; and the conſequence 'is, that 
it is very unreaſonable to make an Ar= 
gument of, or draw any inference in 
reference to praCtice from ſuch a doubt- 
ful and ſuſpitious Story, ' Fpr if it will 
not be granted (as TI ſuppoſe it will not 
very ealily ) that there were 2 ſuch San- 
ballats,laddufes, Daugbters,and Brothers, 
if it will not be granted that Ezra, and 
thoſe that ſurviv'd the Conner and the 
Building the ſecond Temple, liv'd to a= 
bove 180 years, or that Zer:bbabel and 
Feſbua, liv'd each of them'to near 150, 
and ( which is all out as ftrange) that 
Zerubbabe! and Feſhua continued /Ga- 
vernour and High Prieſt undef ſuc- 
cefiive Kings of Perſia; or if iffwill not 
be granted that Sanballat livid to above 
145, and 1addmn himſelf to above 124, 
and all theſe mighty Ages not in the 
leaſt mentioned by any-Hiſtorian, then 
it wil follow that the Story of Sarballae 
and Iaddus, with refpect to the Times 
of Alexander, is a miſtake in Joſeph. . 
C Ang: 


# © © 
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\T:ftorias im utragque 
we adeo manife(tas 
', Ut neceſſe fu a; 
aqe ſententta al- 
verius borum vel 
uz © Zorobabe- 
've/ Nchemiz © 
balleti, rantam £- 
[2m concedere, que 
"or fit annizs cen- 
; © quadraginta. 
Pe 149» 


| ew. 


: 
: 


id. 


Foſ*phus's Authority in this, as they do 
in other matters relating to the Perſt.cn 
Monarchy, they would not have been 
put upon fuch difficulties, as to allot 
ſuch mighty Ages to particular M-n. 


Calvifins lays, That the 
Hiſtories on bath ſides (rv. e. 
the Account of Joſephus , 
and his own) are ſo mni- 
feſt, that *whoever takgs ei- 
ther of them, it us nec-ſ)4- 
ry 80 afſizn ether to Jelhu- 
ah and Z-rubbabel, or co 
Nehemiah and Sanballat,an 
Age of above 149 Tears. 
And this is true enough, if 
Foſephus his Account be- 
admitted; but if it be re- 
jected , then there would 


| be no need of making Men live to ſuch 
{ prodigious Ages, to fall up the ſpaces. 
| Let it” be but granted that Jo/*pbus is 
| out in his Account of Sanballat and 
= | Jatdus, (as he is notoriouſly in other 
} mattees-relating to thoſe timesz) and 
| then the Times would be computed 
by more moderate and. accountable 
| Om Ages. And the Jewiſh Chronologers 
ivid do not only condemn Foſepbys in other 
Iz, edi- matters {#but in this very particular 
erVor- they aTirm, That the Temple on 
Mount G:t:7im was built long befote 
th: Tines of Al-x42ndzr 5 and that all 
12465. the time of Alexander Simeos juſt 4s 
| 59. Was High Prieit : Now Simeon juftus 
l Was the $21 of Onias, and the Grand» 
| ſon of Iaddus. * 
| And (to ſay no more) we have the 
Jalgments of, two very confticrabvle 
Aulthours, and who were nod at all 
couccrned in the-preſent Cantroverſic, 
and which 1 ſuppoſe was never before 
ſtarted, Our excelleut Ly- 
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(10) 
And it is farther to be obferv'd that, 
the placing of S:nballar and Taddus to 
; the Times of Alexander, is a main 
| ground of this perplexity among Chro- 
1 nologers, whereas had they rejected 
| 
| 


ther from him that tv4s Fa» 
ther in Law to one of the 
Sons of Joiada, whom Ne- 
hemiah mentions, or elſe 
Joſephus ss equally falſe and 
contrary to himſelf , in_d:» 
termining the Age in which 
Sanballat l:v'd, as be 1s in 
almoſt atl the Chronology of 
the Perſian Monarchy. 

Fohannes Temporari!is in 
his Chronology, 1.3 p.197. 
ſpeaking of this matter, 
ſays, That Taddus 4nd San- 
ballat, which are ſpoken of 
byſoſephus, either they are 
divers from thaſe m:ntoned 
by Ezra; or, which I ra- 
ther ſuſp:t, they ' are the 
moſt vain Fithons of Joſe- 
phus himſelf, concerning 
Iaddus and Sanballat. 

But befides theſe Difficulties in Chra= 
nology, there are ſeveral Inconſiſten- 
cies in the Story it ſelf, noted by Salzan, 
as that the Pheniciens and Chalde ms, 
who followed Alexander, thuught to 
have plundered the City; and how 
ſhould he have Chal/demns in his Army, 
when as yet he had not taken Brbylon, 
nor come near to Chbalder? Fiſephus 
a little after \ays,. that the Jews be- 
ſought Alex indy, that he would fif- 
fer the J ws Wis lived about Babylon 
and Media, to uſe theic own Laws and 
Rites; and which he freely granted 2: 
Whereas at that time he had not con- 
quered Balylon,nor M2114, norfo much 
as been at them. ' He tells us that the 
Army was a{ta,uſh;1 to fee Alexander 
worſhip Liddis; aid Parmenio asked 
him,” how he that was adored by all, 
ſhould hin If nov adore the High» 
Prieft of the Jews 3 whereas at that time 
Aiexanler never thought of being a- 
dor'd, or did believe hin -lIf the Son of 
Fupiter, that Ma lineſs cane upon him 

þ n A 7ypt, and which was not tilla 
year after. | | | 

Aad now does any man think, that 
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| filimrum Toiacla fi 
Eliafhibi Socero, ciljus 
meminit N-hem. cap. 
we. ant & 71. falſ 1s, 5 
fibs 1pſt contra» ins eſt 
Joſephus, nr defiiitens 
do Seculo Sanballeti , 
ac in pleraque alta 
Chronologia 
chizg Perſics. 
mendat. Temp. p. 6 5. * 
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Faddns £9 Sanhal- 
Jatus, qui 1n Hiſtoria 
Joſephi recenſentur , 
aut ali; ſunt ab 1s qua 
ab Ezdra memorant:.r, 
vel, quod magis ſuſp:- 
cor, vaniſſima ſunt Jo- 
ſephi Commenta de I- 
addo © Sanballate, 
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a Ntery that is thug clogg'd, with fo 
many. and thoſe infuperable D:fficul- 
ties, fit to make an Argument of, or 
that any regular Inference , or Conclu- 
fion can be drawn from. thence in re- 
ference to our practices, eſpecially in a 
watter of ſuch mighty weight and con- 
cernments, as that which is before us ? 
It is worth the while to obſerve the 


Qui Authoritate Jo- 
fephi nituntur, vii 
enfiſtunt Fundamento 
valde lubrico 09 infic- 
mo, Et paulo polt, 
Cum circa hec tempo- 
r4 Joſephus 1ta- aber- 
ree, qurs tuto spfius af- 


ſertrons fudemn prebere 


Foreſt 2 Ibid. p.148, 


account Cglviſius gives us 
of Foſepbus, and his Hiſto- 
ry of thoſe Times. They 
that reſt upon the Authori- 
ty of Joſephus, ſtand pon a 
very ſlippery and weak Foun- 
dation, And farther adds, 
When Joſephus x ſo much 
out concerning theſe rimes, 
who can ſafely grve Credit to 
what he aſſerts? Now this 
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Story of Iaddus and Alex- 
ander, and the afligning of Sanballat 
and Iaddus to that time, ſtand purely 
upon the Authority. of Foſephus, and 
not only ſo, but in a manner contrary 
to much better authority z . But howe- 
ver, if that Authority (in matters rela- 
ting to thoſe times) be not ſufficient to 
be rely'd on, then it follows, that the 
Story of Iaddus is not to be depended 
on; and ftanding upon a Foundation 
ſo flippery and inficm, is not of ſuffici- 
ent Authority to be drawn into an Ar» 
gument. And it is not onely Calviftus, 
but ali Chronologers give us the ſame 
CharaCter of Foſephus; and his Errours 
and Miſtakes concerning thoſe. times 
are ſu many and groſs, as would make 
any man , that acted upon Principles 
ef Sincerity, very: fearfull to uſe an Ex- 
ampte taken out of him, in matters of 
Practice; for however Chronelogers 
may diſpute, and whatever Arguments 
may be raiſed in matters of leſs mo- 
ment, yet when it comes to a'point of 
Conſcience, Men that have/a care of 
their Souls, will hardly-venture to a& 
upon one fingle Example, and that al- 
ſo vouch'd but by a fiagle and ſufpiti- 
ous Authority. An Argument from 
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Example is at tft-Evt a peer one; 
but it muſt te vtry poor ind.cd, when 
the Example it {ct is doubtiull, The 
Practice of the High Prieſt jn that cor- 
rupt State of the Jewiſh Church, will 
not fignifie much. to us, and no mere 
in this than in their other Immorati- 
ties; and Inddus becomirg a ſubj.C&t to 
Alexander, contrary to his Oath, is no 
more a Pattern for us to follew, than 
Elafib's building a Chamber in_ the 
Temple for Tobrab, is an argument for 
us to a& contrary to the exprels Laws 
of God : But then it muſt needs figni- 
fie much leſs, when that PraCtice wants 
ſufficient Clearneſs and Evidence to 
prove it. | 

If it be (aid here , That whether the 
Story be true or no, the Convocation ſerms 
ts believe it , and have mſerted part of 
it ints the Convocation Book.; and it 5 
n0t the matter of Fat, but their Senſe 
we are enquiring into: 1 ay io too; 
but I ſay hkewile, That their Seule is 
Rot to be extended beyond their words, 
nor are they to be made Parties to any” 
more of the Story than they have. ins 
ſerted in their Book. | 

They mention and thereby approve 
Liddus's Anſwer to Alexander, that he 
had ſworn Allegiance to Darims 3 and 
therefore could not violate his Oath to 
long as Darivs hv'sd.. And from thence 
we may coiclude, that their Senſe is, 
That an Oath of Allegiance was bin« 
ding to-a Prince, fo long as: he lived, 
and had not given up his Right, though 
he was beaten in the Field, and fled be- 
fore his Enemies, 


;-. But! for the other part of the tory 


of Inddusfubmitting to Mexander while: 


Darius was" living ,- the 'Conyocation 
takes no Notice of it, wor does it any 


where appear, that they thought Dars- 
5,Was then living z and theretore trom 
thence nothing can be concluded as to 
their Senſe. 

And I ask thoſe who from the in- 
ſtance of Taddus urge Submiflion to a 
Poſſellor of Power, —— an 

ath 
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Oith'to a lawful King, whois alive, and 
infſlts upon his Right;, Whether they 
arguefrom-the Story,or from the Con- 
vocation Book ? If from the Story, it is 
falſe, or at leaſt ſuſpitious. If from the 
Convocation Book, they ſay nothi>g of 
it. And if there be nothing in the 
Premiſles, there muſt be likewiſe no- 
thing in the concluſion. But, 

2, Grant the ſtory true, it is not to 
the purpoſe it is urg'd for. | Zeſephus 
tells us that God appeared to Tadd'z in 
a Dream, and warn'd him to ſubmit to 
Alexander, and to meet him in that 
Solemn manner he did. So that this 
isa fingular and exempt Cale, and falls 
within the Circumſtauces of F:bu and 
Ahud, | | 


Tf it be ſaid, That Prophecy at that 
time was - departed from - the Fewiſh 
Church, and thererefore they could not 
have any Revelation. 


I anſwer , That Haggaz and Zacha- 
7145, and after them Ma/achs, prophe&- 
"fied in the time of the .fecond Temple, 
and it is generally concluded for the 
Apace of 40 Years. And after them they 
had an inferiour-degree of Prophecy, 
-which lafted for a -long time, as the 
-Bath Kol. and - probably © ſome - other 
aways; as by Dreams,” Ge. 54 

It was always the Cuſtom in the Jew- 
-1ſh'/Chntch, in-Caſes of great Extremi- 
ty and Emergency, to have recourſe to 
:God for ſome expreſs Revelation, .what 
they ſhould do. And here Foſepbus tells 

us, were all the Preparations to its 


P 


(They fafted and prayed, and the'next”. 


night God appeared to Taddys, (howe- 
eras we live the Storyifrom Faſephus, 
{o we mult take-it all from him', and 
he tells expreſly, that God appeared to 
him, ) and ordered him fo to doe, and 
«od's appearing and Command ftands 
npon the fame Authority with-all the 
reſt of the Story.-. And» then it is 
wholly befides the purpoſe. it is allead- 
.ged for: For there i» a wide diffcrence 


4 TG 


between ating by common and\Ran< 
ding Rules, and by-expreſs Revelation: 
and if theſe Gentlemen will ſhew us 
any expreſs Revelation for what they 
doe, as Iaddus had, then they ſay ſome- 
thing ; but till they-can ſh:w that, this 
Example of Jad4dus, if it were true, will 
doe them no Service, 


7 now come to confider the firſt 
Propoſition, which ( page 3.) ſtands 
thus: That the Power of Kings ' 14s 
originally Patriarchal, der d from God, 
ani not from the People. But when the 
Authour comes to repeat it, ( p.6. } he 
makes another thing of it : That Go- 
vernment in general, whether Momarchy, 
or any other Form, derives it Authoruy 
from God, the Authour of Nature, and 
conſequently of bumane Society, and not 
from the People, (though their Conſent 
be ordinarily neceſJary to the Conſtitution 
both of the Form of Government, and 
the Perſons governing, &c.) Now whe- 
ther the Authour, who undertakes to de- 
-monſtrate things ont of the Covoca- 
tion Book that never were there, . will 
alſo undertake to demonſtrate ,: that 
theſe two are one and the ſame Pro- 
poſition, But for my part, I am dif- 
appointed : For finding the firtt Pro= 
poſition mentioned, I thought (to fave 
the Readers pains and my own, and to 
prevent | needleſs repetition ) to have 
confidered the ſame Propofition in both 
places at once, But I am miſtaken : 
«For though the Authour calls. them 
both the-fieſt Propogttion, they are no 
more like-one another , than an Apple 
is like an Oyſter; and it would have 
been more to the purpoſe, to have cal 
led the one. the firſt Propoſition, anti 
the' other the laſt. 

And. as to the firſt of the firſt Pro- 
poſitions, I have onely this now to ob- 
ſerve: «That. the Authour by his Ex- 
poſitian of itthath expounded away the 
-Senſe) of :the*Convocation , as he all- 
ways'does: For(ſaith he pag. 3.) Though 
Kings are.or ought"20"be. bound up, aud 

* _ limited 
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By.what Laws, I pray? " And: 
who ought to bind them up? Why 
could not this beexprefſed in the words 
of the Convocation, and which the Au- 
thour refers to, Ch. 152 which are 
theſe: It x manfeft' mm the Scriptures, 
That the Kings in the old Teſt ament were 
as ſtrit,y band to_ the Obſervation of 
God's Laws in their Government, as Mo- 
les, Oc, 

And it. ſounds a little-harſh to ſay 
that God ovght to bind them up, and 
limit them, and by the hour's dis- 
junCtive,. are or oughe co be bound np.” It 
is plain he means what the Convocati- 
on does not, for all Princes , whether 
abſolute or not, are already, and ever 
were ſtrictly bound to the Obſervation. 
of God's Laws in their Government. 
He is theic ſuperiour, and to Him one- 
ly they are accountable 53 but- their 
Power being deriv'd from God, and 
not from the People , they are not ac- 
countable to them for any Exerciſe of 
that Power, whether they exerciſe it 
Jjuitly or unjuſtly. And this is the ſexe 
of the Convocation; 'and this, if the 


Authour had pleated, he __— have” 


deduc's from his Propofit jon, © and 
ranch more naturally , than by trou- 
bling his Readers with an impertinent 
Rout about Abſoluteneſs, and the Con- 
ceits'ot it. 


L am at length come to that which 
the Author ſays is the Groundwork of the 
whole Diſcourſe.” And that is the taft of 
his fictt Propofitions, And here I will 
not much troable my ſelf with the Re- 


this atid his farſt Propoſition, which not» 
withſtanding he calls the ſame. He tells 
us here that Government 1m general (ar 
that I am ſure 1s not Patriarcha 
that'is a particular Kind of it} wk 
Monarchy, or any other farut 
alſo is not Patiarchial, ney-orig 

be + ption of it, 
7]. derives-6t's Att 


. he Nw the Point againſt th 
pugnances and Diſagreements between! 


+ make us believe that he demon 
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What the Authour hal _ thi 
words I connot tell; they 
the Convocation, and I ſuſpe 
ſome bad meaning in theng. | 
ſcem to intimate asif. God was the An-. 
thour of Government hz otherwiſe than 
as he is the Authour of Niture, h, (ups , 
poſe he means humane Nature.) And * 
having made Mankind of a fociable Na- 
ture, by that they were directed to fo, 
cietie, and from that to Government. 
For he ſays God the Authour of Na- -- 
ture, and conſequently, (3.e.) conſe- 
quential to that Natute of Humane So- 
ciety, And it this be his meaning , it 
is not only a perfeC&t Contradiction to 
the whole Stream of the Convocation- 
Book, but to his own firſt Propefition, 
which tells us, That Government er 
original y Patriarcha!. It follows in 
the Authour, and not from the People, 
(though their Conſent be ordinarily nes 
cſs to the Conjlituton , b of the 
Form of —_— . ang t Perſons 
overner Now we remember 
prinudt that the Authour ſays, be hath. 
extratied theſs Propoſittons out. of the- 
Convocation Book, Sure. he hath gc a 
Convocation Book of his own, w X 
no Body ever ſaw. but himſelf; for all 
the Baoks we haye deliyer the clean 
contrary, almoſt in. every Page. If the 
Authoyr thinks-the People ent ore 
dinarily neceffary to- the Conftitution 
beth of-the Form and Perſons, it is. 
plain Convocation never thought 
{a, e contrary. And'if he pleaſe / 


'not in 
he hath. 


But he muſt not impoſe upon ys 


out of the Convocation, when he 
vers things the. mot contra to w ar 
they do. 

Well, at lf howerey, through all 
the Authour's Shuflings "and Intermix« 
_— —_ are got to- this Point, That 

I TT Power fr om God, 
and and et rm the Feople. Agd what L 
pray 


Ie ee ns oy en ns 


' all Men 


pray does this Demonſtrate? a Man 
would imagine that this demovſtrated, 
That Kings held only of G »d, That the 
People of all forts and Ranks had no- 
thing to do with the Government, ' nor 
could call Kings to account for their 
Adiiniftrations. And fo indeed the 
Convocation concludes, but the Au- 
thour had no mind to med«4dle with that. 
Bat forſooth from the righe Rriverend 
#he Auhour be obſeryzs Three things. 
And is not this an admirable. way of 
giving the Senſe of at Auth-»ur to put 
ſ>me of his words into Propofitions,and 
then to give as the: ſenſe of thoſe Propo- 
ſi:ions, not from tne Places where they 
are mentioned.” nor from the Inferen- 
ces or Conclufi »ps the Aithour him- 
ſelf draws from them, but hy O ere 
ving ſomething, and that diff.ring from 
the Author's Sen'e in ſome other parts of 
his Book. At thisrate a Man may ex- 
tract Chalk from Citeeſe, or any thing 
out of any thing. Well, but what is 
k that this Authour obſerves, 
He obſerves. - | 
That all Kingdoms are now ( what 
8.11 more peoultarly appropriated to the 
Jewiſh Naezon) mm ther fiſt Concluſion 
wn ſome /ors Theocraciess Now the 
Authour may obſerve this, if he pleaſe ; 
but to ſay that he obſerves this from 
the Rigbe Reverend the Authour, is like 
all the reft 3 for the Right Reverend the 
A 1tho'tr o\fſerves no (uch thing at all, 
This Authour obſerves, That row all 
Kingdoms are in a fort Theocrgcres *: 


But this is his own peculiar Obſervati- 


'en, and I doubt he wilt fiad it hard 
toobſerve this not only from the Right 
Reverend Authonr, but even from any 
other,” for by that the Convocation and 
e hitherto have underftood, 

jing the Jews-in a peculi- 
ar manner, immediately by himſelf, 
and drfti1Rt from other Nations. And 
does not the Authour ſay, ## was more 
peculiarly appropriated to the Fewiſh 


Nation. AnJ how will he reconcile 
that to all Nayjons 2 But we live in an 


God's G> 
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+ whete all our” old Standards are- 
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thrown down, and-new. anes raiſed in 
their room ; we have had a new Nue 
tion of A'legiance, a new N io. of. 
Sncceſſi 1, and anew N tion of- Right 
and Wrong ; and- now. our - Auth aur 
gives us a new N-tion of Theocracy, 
by which he means God's Permidt/e 
Provilencez and any. Min that Goud 
permits to get the Pull.» of Puwer 
in other Kiigdoms, he his as guod 
a Title to the Pcoples Allegiance, as if 
he had been ( among the, ]-ws ) ex- 
p-eſl, conſt:tuted a Ruler aad G over» 
nour by G »d him{elt,- and as particu- 
larly named, as Mſes, Foſha, or any of 
the ]idges. For waving cited out of 
the Convocation, That Gd being 
th: Lord of the World, and in the 
Government of it, uſeth the M.niftry 
of Civil M igiftrates, as well in other 
Countries as among his own peculiar 
People I/racl. And that he holds him- 
ſelf the Helm of every Kingdom, and 
uſeth their Services in (uch {o;t, as to 
Exerciſe his own juft Judgments, Will, 
and good Pleaſure. | 

Now (faith the Authour ) Thx be 
does by reſerving to bu Providence the 
Prerogateve of Defiznation of the Per- 


ſon w.zom b2 wntends for bus Vicegerent. 


Now by this the Authour does not 
mean Providence proceeding accord- 
ing to Legal Right anJl Jaſtice; or if 
he does, it is not to his purpoſe 3 and 
yet all this may- be dane, and not a 


P. 83. $4. 


Tittle of any Man's fingle Right vio- - 


lated, But P ov dence permitting the 
Puſſelli n of Puwer,. con'rary to all 


Law and Right among M-n; and to 
" make ſich a Providence the Fuundati- 


on of Oyedience, aad which is mare, 
transferring Allegiance , notwith= 

ling the mo't Sacred Engagements 

to the contrary, 's a Mit abſur'd and 
ungodly Duct. ine, as will app-ar pre» 


ſcatly. _ FxP | | 
In the | , the Anthour is 
very unfort An- proving his Prin- 
ciples, For to proge_ that Pro-idence 
| "MN drcfigns 
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deſigns the Perſon of the Sorereign 
in other Kingdoms(aywell as. in Fudeab, ,) 
he inſtances” the diſappointment of 
Adonyab, $o/omon's Elder Brother 3 as 
if he did not know that this was done 
in the K ngdom of Ifrael, and that So- 
lomon was delign'd King in the room 
oi D.#9id not by Previdence, but by 
God's expreſs Nomination. 

Well, tor all that on goes our Au- 
thour, and pioves it from another in- 
tance in the Kingdom of Iſrael, and 
by God's expreſs appointment; as the 
Cafe of Rehoboam, and Feroboam, and 
the rending of the Ten Tribes. And 
not content with theſe, he tells us far- 
ther, That the Hiſtory of the Kyjnegs of 
Iirael amply Teftify, bow God bad ex- 
ringuiſhed the Line Royal , and advan- 
ced to the Crown Juch as had mo velati- 
on to 847. And are not thele now pure 


Proofs of a Theocracy in other Kingdoms ? 


And that God by his Providence de- 
figns the Perſons of his Vicegerents in 


_ 0rber Nations as well as Iſrael; for that, 


was the Authour's  firft Obſervation? 
Well, it may be he might obſerve it in 
other Kingdoms, but he hath only 


prov'dit in the Kingdom of Judab. But 


I muft not let his inftance of Rehoboam 
paſs, to which the Authour thugs de- 
livers 2 ISP. % 
God ſometimes, for the only defign'd 
Uſurpation of a Prince, whoſe Title, and 
that in an Hereditary Kingdom, was al- 
togetber indiſputable, does: deprive bim 
of tbe Government 1n part or whole, and 
zo4l/ not rilew bim ſo much as to endea- 
vour the 1:garmng 1t, which was the Caſe 
of Rehobuam. There are two things 
deſerve RefleRtion. The one is that 
Rehoboam's not regaining | the Ten 
Tribes was exprefly forbidden by God, 
and fo nothing to qur Authour's /pur- 
poie. But had he not had that"expreſs 
Prohibition, might he not then have 
endeavoured to regain. them, not with- 
ſtanding any Providential Permiſſion of 
Jeroboam's polſefiling himfelf of them? 
This is the- Caſe, and I think neither 
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.the Authour nor my body 


elte \ -» 
ny buthe might. And then it follows 
that the peimiffion of Providaee Is 
no Rule for Atquieſcerce or Submiſh 

to. thoſe Perſons whom Providence 
permits to poſſeſs themiclves of Power, 


The other is a foul prevarication of 


Scripture. The Authour ſays, that 
God d: priv'd Rekcboam of bis Govern- 


ment tor his «4y deſign'a Uſurpation: Comp 
Whereas the Sctiptuic1s as Exprels as | 
can be; that it was for the Idolatry of , 
his Father Solcqnen. I Contels 1 the , 
leſs wonder 1hat 'he prevaticates with. 


the Conv ocation, that can make thus 
bold with the Script ure it lelr. 

From the whole Obſervation the 
Aiſthour lays, All that 1 w:l! note 
hence #, that the Line of Deſcent umn 
an Hereditary Kingdem may be unter- 
Tupted, and yet the Law of $ucc: fſion 7:08 
violated, Not violated ? That is ene of 
the 1trargeſt things in the World; not 
violated in the Caie of Feroboam e nor 
violated when the Authour ſays, ſuch 
were advanc'd to the Crown who had 
no Relation to it ? Perhaps the Authour 


may ſay, it cannot 3 be ſaid, 


That God by fo doing, did violate the 
Law of Succeflion. Byt he may ob» 


ſerve that thereaſon.,of that is, becauſe, 
God is above the Law, ard rot ty'd 


to obſerve it, and ;fo he does not vig- 
late, what he has no Obligation to gb- 
ſerve. In the mean while the Law 3s not 
kept, and Bo Man can {ay that the Law 
of Succefliow was oblerv'd, when Jerge 
boam, or others, that had no Relation 
to the Regal Line were advanc'd to the 
Crown :* And all that I-ſhall note eee 
is, That the Authour extracts Notes, 


* with as little Fairneſs, as he does Propo- 
ſions. 


His igang boar is, pet a Seve 
reign may wye 6 ower whic 
bofeeds ved from Ged þ decline ' 11:40 
the infeNour Condition of a Subjef. Ve- 
ry welt: But the-Queftiop is how this 
may be ? And 1 he Conyocaticn tells us, 
WO Ways; mamomo— | : 

When 
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Subm 
- thoſe in whomthe Right was, as in the 
Cafe of Ariffobulus, aud his Sons. Theſe 
are all the Convocation mentions, and 
to doe the Authour Right, theſe are all 
that heextraQts out of them in this Ob- 
fervation, And let the Authour take 
which he pleaſe, or both of them, and 
make his beſt of them. 
- 3. His third Remarke is, That when 
a Prince is thus diveſted of bu Power 
from God, and another advanc'd to bis 
throne, our Legal Allegiance may juſtly be 
Claimed. by the. Poſſe ſJour. 
* -Now let us conueet the ſecond Re- 
mark with this, and they-run thus: 
That a, Sovereign may be divefted of 
his Power and-decline into the4nferiour 
-£6ndition, of s SubjeRt. And when he 
is thys divefted( 5. c. ) when he declines 
into theinferiour condition of a Su 
why then I know nothing to the con» 
bois & but Allegiance may be transfers 
red tothe Prince whoſe Subject he is. 
And if the Agthaur pleaſe to demon« 
rate, thatone in the world is a Subs 
Jet, ora in the preſent Governs 
ment,” he may ſave himſelf the labour 
of any other Demonſtration: But *til, 
he does that; "atthis Demonſtrations are 
-befides the Cuſhion. 


Examining it, 'that it will” by- no-means 


Ferve his tyen, nor- in the leaſtiprove. 


=. hag by it,” nor atyy way coun- 
Th 


variation ofGavernments'in the World, 
hath theſe words, ** And-when having 


*attain'd their ungodly defires, (whe-, 
' ther Ambitious Kings, by-. bringing: 
_ **any Country into their $ubjection.; or: 
- © difloyal Subjects, 'by their Rebelious. 

'*"Rifing againft their natural. Sovc«' 


n__ and Acknowldgmcnt of 


| + Authour, Whet 
| | For..though, he, 
products the Convocation/with 4 great! 
deal of confidence we ſhall find upon- 


-and. 


ce ſach Submiſſion-as the Authoue | 
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mighty Place is this, Ch. 28. p47» 
The Convgcation, taking notice of'the | 
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* Authority either fo unjuſtly gotten, 
or wrung by force from -the true 
* and lawful Poſſcfour, being always 
* God's Authority, (and therefore re- 
* ceiving uo Impeachment by the wick- 
*© edneſs of thole that have it,) is ever 
* (when any ſuchalterations are.through- 
* ly ſettled)-to be reverenced and obey- 
*ed, and the People of all ſorts, as well 
* of the Clergy, as of the Laity, are ta 
< he ſubje@ anto it, not only for fear, 
« but alſo for Conſcience ſake. 

Upon which the Autkour ſaith , 4/7 
that can be moved hereupon 1s, when 4 
Gowernment may be ſaideo be ſettled. If 
the Author pleaſeth he may put it into 
the words of the Convocation,and that is 
( more than mere (etl:g) throughly ſerled. 

And to reſolve that Queſtion gur Au- 
thour adds, And with ſubmiſſion T can't 
but conceive, that the Government 6: ſet- 
fled when the Crown, with all it's Dig- 
ities, Prerogatives, Adminiſtrations, 

rities, Revenues, &c. are generally 
recognix'd, and perſonally enjoys ; which 
mu} be jap to be when all Places of 
Power and Truſt, of Ryalty and Impor- 
tance, are in tbe Sovercign's hands, and 
wholly at bis 4/peſe! ow I ask the 
the Gevernment of 

Lamerick, be. a Place of Power, Truſt, 
tence £ If it be, then. the Au- 
thour's Notion. of a. ſettlement (if it 
were true ) will do him no ſcrvice, nor 
canhe prove. we ought to. ſubmit, For 
as yet all Places of Power, Truft,and Im- 


” 1 


Portance, are not in his hands, nor at 


his diſpoſal, and conſequently the Go- 
vernment is not rhroughly ſestled, accor- 
ding. to the Avthour's own: account 'of 
ſuch/a-ſettlemcnt ; If it be faigthat place 
is in draleyd, and England. is.a King- 
dom entixe of it's ſel, then what be- 
cames:ofithe poor Irifbo.men ? 1 doubt 
they muſt: be Rebells for all. our Aus 
thow's Demanſtration;z and then alſo, 


what can be ſaidzo juſtific a War there, 
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and excuſe the Army's fighting againſt a 
Prince who hath both right and Autho» 
rity. If it be (aid Irelard is a Branch of 
the Crown of England, annex'd to it, 
and dependent of it; then I ſay that the 
Crown, with alls t's Dignitics, Autborities, 
R venues, KC, are not perſonally empoy'd, 
aid then according to our Authuur the 
Goveinment is not ſer/ed;, and fo he 
has made a tair Demonſtration, He dc- 
monſ{irates, we ought to ſubmit, when 
the Government is fetled, and then he 
Demonttrates the Goyernment is not 
letled, and fo we vught not to ſubmit. 
Well; however let ns for once ſuppoſe 
tht the Crown and all it's Dignities, 6c. 
( I iuypoit the Authour excepts a Right 
Title) are recognized and enjoy'd, What 
then? Why then, with ſubmiſſion, the 
Authour cannot but concerve the Govern» 
1121t 1s fetled, Now we muſt remem- 
ber that the Author tells us, that, in his 
Bok Obedience and Submiſſion to the 
preſent Goverumt. is demorſtrated from 
the Convocation ; and it is to be noted 
Fkewiſe, That this is-all he offers us for 
Demonſtration out of that book, ard is 
his cannot be conceive to demonſtrate. 
I tope the Authour does not think all 
his Cornceits Demonſtrations, how ſtrong- 
ly (oever he may be pcfiz(s'd with them. 
Well, it muſt be own'd, how bold foever 
the Authour is in his Afertions, he is 
very modeft in his Proots: It 1s in the 
Title, high and lofty Demonſtrate, but 
in the Proof very humble ard meek , 
he can't but conceive, and that alſo with 
ſcibnaſſion. 

- But whatſoever the Authour may 
conceive, It: is plain the Convocation 
does not conceive that the enjoyment 
of the Crown with all it's Dignities, &C. 
is that ehorovgh Settlement to which is 
due Submiflion and Obedience, as to 
God's Authority; as m the Ca 
mentioned of Joaſh and*Art 
thaliah perſonally cnjoy'@&the Crown with 
all it's Dignities, &c.- And all Places of 
Power, Truſt, $6; "were in her hands, and 
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at her diſpoſal ; and this alſo for no leſs 
a time than fix years, and in as full and 
ample a manner, as any Uturper, or any 
Rightfull King ever enjoy'd them? But 
for all that the Convocation is (o far 
from urging obcdience to her, as te 
God's Authority, that they expreſly 
juſtifie the Reſiſting, nay , the Slaying 
her. And this is a clear Demonſtrati« 
on, thai by a thorough Settlement the 
Convocation does not mean a full Poſ- 
ſeſſion of Power merely : For they fay 
that when a Government is throughly ſe. . 
etled, it ought to be obeyed, as God's 
Authority, not only for. Fear, but for 
Conſcience ſake. But they ſay allo, that 
when Ahaliah was fully poſiefied of the 
Throne, ſhe ought not to be obeycd, 
but to be refifted and flain. And the 
Conclufion from theſe Premiſles is, 
that to be fully poſlefled of the Throne, \ 
is not of it (elf to be fo thoroughly ſer» 
led as to make it God's Authority, and 
Obedience to becoine a Duty. So that 
whatever the Convocation may mean 
by thorough ſetled, it is plain they do not 
mean by it what our Authour does ; and 
I think there is no difiiculty at all, (if 
Men will look without -prejudice, ) in 
undei ſtanding what they do mean by it. 

There are but two ways to under- 
ftand the ſenſe of any Avthour ; "the 
natural and vuſual Con{truction of the 
words they expreſs themielves. by, and 
if there-be any obicurity cr doubt in 
the meaning of ſome Expretitons, to 
interpret them by other Expiefliong» 
andAﬀertions in the ſame Authour, 


© Letus try theſe in the Controverlie, be» 


T. The words in Controverfie are Tho- 
roughly fetled. And the Queſtion is , 
v/hat is uſually underſtood by them ? 

I am pretty confident. That bare 
Poſſeſſion, let it be neyer fo, full as to 
the Extent, was never meant by them, 
with reſpect to C:wvil Poſſeſſions, (and . 
that is the Caſe, ) Serclement is a Term 

E very 


very itfual and Common In our Law, 
and- moſt Men underitand the fenſz: of 
it, and expreſs themſelves by it accar- 
dingly, It denotes theſe two things : 


"x. The Legality of a thing, it's be- 
img according to Law. S-elem2ne and 
Eſtabliſhment are (ynonomous ; an ille- 
pal Settlement is no Settlementz and 
nothing in a Government can be faid 
to be ſettled, but what ftands upon the 
Foundation of Law. This is the B 1/7; 
of all Settlements in a Conſtitution, and 
without this 'tis a Caftle in the Air, a 
Baildiag without a Foundation, and 
ſuch a-Scttlemeunt as never was heard of, 


2. It denotes a quiet and peaceable 
Pofſeffi dn , without Diſturbance from 
other Claims or Pretenders. A Man 
cannever be ſaid to be /erled in an E- 
ſtate, who hath onely an »vſurped Poſ- 
ſeſſion of it, and when there are other 
and better Claims and Titles on foot 
againſt him, and by virtue of which he 
may be ec the next Afﬀiſes. And 
to ſay a Mans ſere/ed in the Poſſefion, 
when the -right Qwaer is aCtually at 
Law with him for-ity or declares that 
.he will be ſoa, fo ſoon as he has oppor- 
tunity or Money to manage the Suit, is 
very ftrange, if any thing /in this Age 
Can be ftrange. 6 

If our Anceſtors ſhould rife. up a- 
mongſt us, and we ſhould evpreſs our 
ſelves to them in the moſt obvious 
Terms of. Allegiance, Succeſſion, Set;le- 


ment; they would no more underſtand... 


ourmeaning, than if we talked tothem 
in the Language of the Indies. We have 
a Metaphyfical Allegiance, and to uit 
that we muſt now have a Philoſophical 
Settlement; as if a Man was ſettled in 
Civil PofſcfTions jult as he is ettl-d in 
his Seat, or on Horſe-hack: If he can 
but get his Feet in the Stirrups, and the 
Reins in his Hands, he is ſettled in the 
Saddle. But ſarely there is ſomewhat 
more &v ſzitle a Man inthe Poſſefſion 
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of any Eſtate, and much nmmre of the 
greateſt Civil PoſſciT »n. At this rate, 
if a Maa can but get-ints the Minou-- 
Houſe, - and p-rluade the Servants and 
Tcnents to atturn to him, he is as 
firmly ſettled in th: PoſſeGon of it, as 
it he had purchaſed it with his M ney, 
or it had deſcended to him by a theu- 
ſand Generations. But there is 
no end of Abſurdities, 

Thece is one word more to be con(i- 
dered, and that is ebrough'y, (ehrongy 
ſetled.) And the Convocation is very 
exaCt and preciſe, and have uſed that 
word both in th: Ciapter, and alſo re- 
peated it in the Canon, laying a greit 
{tre[s upon it, and as if the wit5le de- 
tecmination of the buſineſs depended 
of it; and certainly they meant {ome- 
thing by it. Now what is the import 
of chroughly , but perfectly, to all in- 
tents and purpoſes. The Latines ex= 
prels it ommnins, omni ex parte; a Go- 
vernment that is 4/tozether, upon alt ac- 
counts ſetled, Put theie together, Ser 
tlement always reſp:&s Right , aud a 
peaceable Poſſeion of that Right, 
without any better Claims or Preten- 
ders; and a thoro:tpb Settlement is the 
utmolt of that : and that is when ſuch 
a Right is enjoyed plainly , evidently, 
without any Contradiction or Ovjec- 
tion. 

This is the plain meaning of the 
Words, and therefore the plain mea- 
ning of the Convocation 2. But it there 
were any obſcurity in them, it will ap- 

ar by conſulting the Context, and 0- 
er places, that that was their mea- 


other way of underſtanding the tenſe 
of an"Authour, 

I have already confider'd the Inſtance 
of Athaliab, which is as fall and direct 


againft the Authour as any thing can 
be, and can never. be evaded, but by 


es Pr Convocation with being. . 
as inconladerate, — wy of Contra” 
diftions as himſelf. But foc the far- + 
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ning, and no other; and that is the. 
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ther clearing this- point there 3s one 
thing more to:he-obſerved from that 


Inftance, and that is the Reaſon they” 


give why Atbaliapþ was a Tyrannical 
Uſurper, and upon what'account they 
Juftifie the Proceedings of Fehorada and 
the Peopte againſt her 5 'and that is, 
Joaſh, therr late King's Son, being then 
therr onely natural Lord and Soverergn, 
and which in the Canon they expreſs 
thus, the Right Heir of that K;ngdom 
being then alve; plainly intimating , 
That if the Right Heir had nut been 
alive, Athat#ah; ( by what ill means ſo- 
ever ſhe attained it,) having got Poſ- 
teflion of the' Kingdom, would by that 
have had a. Right to the Government * 
For a Pofleflory Right is ſomething; 
and where there is-no better, that 
ought to carry it. And the Concluftorr 
from hence is this: That any Perſon 
( by what. means ſoever ) gaining the 
Puflc{Tton of the Throne, it there be no 
better Claims againſt him, then he hath 
a Right to it; and then, and-not til 
then, he is thrbn bly jetted.” It is agreed 
en all. hands, That a Right t& a,Go- 
vernment may be acquired ; 'by the 
Death or Cetlion of the Perfons in whom- 
the Right was > And this is the Cafe, 
In this Ch 
mentions ſeyeral yariations of Goyern« 


ment , as tv' the Forms, Ariftocracy, 
; and'is to. the ambi-! 


0 Yong 
tious encroaching of Kings upon! their 
Neighbours, and particularly the fonr 
Monarchies, and. the King of Babylon 


upon the Jews: All” which reſpective ry# 


Governments, though they were 

gun by 'Rtbeltion , Ambition, anti 
lawfull mcans, (which the Conyoca-' 
tion condemns, ) yet. afterwards 
becams lawfull Governments, 
ſuch a Right to the reſpeCtivE Goye: 
ments they did poſſeſs. "And I 'defie 


or 
g . 1 


the” whote 
of? TAK ite? 
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hapter the Convocation' 


Gonvocation raffires:-of juftifes Aſe- 
giance to be pai tot, but what had 
firſt acquired ſouth a ' Right; And if 
they cannot, as | am pretty well afiu- 
red they -catnot, why do-they make 
ſuch a P6ther about two werds,. and 
dihngeniouſly: placed, andmnworthily 
interpret* them, both-contrary to theip 
gommon and uſual-meaning , and cons 
frary to the whole DoQtine, and every 
Inſtance in' the whole Book. 

This was the' Caſe of the Babylonian, 
Perſian , Mud:dowian , and Reman Go- 
vernments over the Jews z- but 4his was 
not the Caſe of Atha/iab and Antioebus 
EPipbantes 5 and therefore the Convo- 
cation requires Submiſſion to eboſe, but 
juſbifi-s the Reſiftence of rheſe, 

This Propofition-in the Convocation 
is a yore ag 96s 
5 1mrvet fdllyfettled, 't# be obeyed. 
And* if it nl ag in Ab and every one 
of the Inftances they: give of Govern- 
rent, to whickr they fay- Obedience is 
due; that theſe Governments had ſuch a 
Rizbt ; and if it appears likewiſe, that in 
every one of theſe inftances they give of 
Governtnent; where there was not ſi/cb 
a Right,' (though never fofallPoſfetfion 
of Power, ) that they may be reſiſted : 
Then it plamly follows, that as by be- 
g bly ſerleth, they do not mean 
Poſktfhow of Power, (thought be' 

*fall*Y 'ſo'by it they-'do mean, 
'catffahiean” nothing elſe; than the 
uifi —_ a Right. And this 
e' $6 be fair Reaſoning , for eve= 
hour is the beft Interpreter of-his- 
wn {eyſe:” And when the Convocation - 


' gives ws a+ general 'Rule'about @bedi- 


enike tg Goverment, what better way: 

is he | --d by erred 

than to apply but felves to" 'their par- 

ticular Inftirices, (which in all Caſes ex- 

pkin and prove Genefal Rules?) Andif 

they Se W lukany of ſome Gover- 
fr | 


mien "was Poſſeflion and no 
. pt, oftifie the Reſiftence of 


5; any if they won : 
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Inſtances 6f other Governments where 
was both Poſſeflion and Rigut, and fay 
they ought-to be obeyed : It is plain 
the difference-only lies between Right 
and no Right3 aid. they mean where 
there is Poflesfon of Governinent and 
no Right, mitas ot thoroughly (citled, 
and may be reffted ;- and where is Poſ- 
feshon and Right is thoroughly (etled , 
and it ought to obeyed. , Ang ct thoſe 
great Gentlemen who tak i@ {ouch of 
a Pltnary Poſſeſſion withaue Rigin: try if 
they can fipd any one. Inflance in Gn 
Whole Convocation Bonk, that will gun 
parallel with. the Doctrines they teach, 
and the Interpretatiovs they make, For 
my part I know byt two, (Athal:ib and 
Antiocbys, } and both which the Con- 
vocation condemns: all; the Reit: (and 
which the convacation approves). they 


had acquic'd aRight tg'their reſpective, 


overnments.., Ang, it 18 an unaocoun= 
table Method of Iaterpretatian to. pick 
out two words from a Book, and put a 
ſenſe on them. directly ney tg to.all 
Jaſhances, i 3hat _—_ | Ay 5 


z” 3 35 


. Byz- that, this. and, 9270 5191 


meaning, of; A Gpxernment being tha-. 
t 


roughly fetled, is farther exident from the, 
Proof the Convocationbrings gf this: 
DoGtgine in this. \Chapter2: Far after ; 


ment (by what il; meg 


__ it is Ganating Fes : 
obey'd, For theFoo ay 


that: they hes aol a Morey 
alt; nd). 


''tign to the; Kings of Bah vb £9nr 
demg'd by, the Prophet. eremy. for. re> , 


2. again they 2} igation. 
of wy x Prophets, £5 {pan I ſuppoſe. 


no man will deny.bp 


Dat the 49. io 
prodyuc'd thoſe as a full _ _ gal ' 


of their Aſſertiqus ff or. 


ther,) and tl : 5 
r,) an rome: 6 Ae 


verameut, thq' obtaine 
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when throughly ſetled, is to be obeyed ; 
for that the I/r4el:res obey'd the Kings 
of Exypt, and the Jews in Captivity did 
the lame to the Kings of Babylon. And 
then we have a clear account what they 
mean by a Government. thoroughly ſer- 
/-d; 4. e. ſuch a Government as was the 
Exyprian over the Iſraelites, the B 1bylo- 
nian over the Jews: And each of theſs 
had, an undoubted Right to their re- 
(peftive Governments, Such a Right 
I mean. as that -we are now ſpeaking of 
by, Death, þ Ceatonys or Preſccigtion ; and 
then it neceffazily follows; that they 
mean a Goverment is then ol y through- 
ly ſerled when ſuch a Right is acquir'd, 
otherwiſe theſe Initances, (which the 
Convocation brings to prove and illuſ- 
trate it,) inſtead of confirming deftroy's 
their main Aſſertion, and it would ftand 
thus: In the Aﬀſertion it would be Poſ- 
ſesGon without Right is Goe's Authori-. 
ty, and -ought to be obeyed ; but in 
the Prop? Poſſesfhon with Riphe 1 is God's 
Authority, and ought to.be obeyed. 
he Suwm of this Matter is this: 

There, are ſeveral, ways, of attaining a 
Right. to a Government, f bcfides Lineal 
Deſcent, as by the Dez —_ or.Subinisfion 
of thoſe .in whom the Right was joi- 
ned,. with the Conſent gn Submisſion 
of the Feoples, and alſo a long undi- 


fturbed Polleslic 5 OE, called Preſcription, 


Now. all Ma are agreed, That.a_ 
Right. to.a, ey ment by theſe Ways, 
may; be attainied ; ; and though the ways 


that are uſed to attain that Right, are 
always 2nuſt, (as the Canvogation ſays 


by. Ambition , Rebellion , 5c.) Yet 


aſia that Right. is attained, theſe Go- 
ents reſpectively are then faw-. 
gn $, and ought to be 0- 
ed, pon this Foot molt, if not 


[ the. ( nments im the World do 
aud the Convocation Book 


the Rights of Government, which 
they doe under two Heads or Claſſes. 
Snch Rights of Government as are at- 
tained by juft.ways; and ſuch Rights 


as are attained by unjuft ways :+ And... 


having before ſpoken of thoſe Rights 
that are juſtly attained , as by God's 
expreſs Nomination and Lineal De- 
fcent, they-now in this Chapter come 
to diſcourſe of thoſe Rights which 
are attaivzd. by unjuſt ways, as by 
Rebelljon of Subjects, Ambition, and 
Greedinels of Encroaching Kings. 
But leit it ſhould be thought that 
wicked ways of attaining this Right 
was a prejudice to the Right it ſelf, 
and People from thence ſhould take 
occaſion to rebell, and diſturb all 
the Gwernours of the World, be- 
cauſe they could not ſhew an ex= 

reſs Order from God, or derive the 

edigree of their Government even 
from Adam or Noab; to prevent the 
terrible Confufions that tuch a No- 
tion would make in the World, they 


fay that the wicked ways of attai- 


ning it, or the Wickedneſs of the 
Perſons that have it, is fo Tmpeach= 
ment of the Right it ſelf 3 byt when 
it is attained, it'is God's Authority, 

and ought to be obeyed, as the I/- 
raelites obeyed Pharacb, and as the 
Jews obeyed Nebucbadnexgar, 

This is the plain and obvious fenſe 
of this Chapter , this the- nature of 
the Thing, | this their Methed led 
them to, and this is agreeable to all 
the Inftances they give us of Go- 
vernment, and this is ſuitable te all 


the Doctrines which they teach a» 


bout it. Poo 


- Now therefore I ſhall farther ſhew- 


the Abſurdity of this Authour's In» 
terpretation in the three following 
Particulars : | £--+ 


K It is inconfſtent with the main 
and fundamental Dol delivered 
whembaaecs” 2 


mY 
gr - 
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1. It reproaches the Worthies of 


the Church of Erglend, who ſuffered. 


between the Years 42 and 66, 4 
III, It maintains 'an abſurd, uns 
reaſonable, and ungodly Doctrine. 


1. Such an Interpretation is ins 
confſtent with the main and fun- 


damental Doctrines of the Convoca=- + 


tion Book. 

L have already fhewed it is incon« 
fiſtent - with all the Inſtances they 
give, and I ſhall now ſhew that it, 
is inconfiſtent with the fundamental; 
Dodtrines they teach, £6 


The principal Dotrines of the Con- 
vocation Book are Paſſive Obedience 
and Nonrefiſtence, and the whole Des 
ſign of it (eems to be, (that I mean 
that concerns the Civil Government, 


'to make it good, That Subjects are 


bound to obey-their lawful Governors, 
and upon no Account whatſoever to 
re{ift them 2 This, I ſay, is their fun- 
damental Doctrine, and whatever 
they deliver, it hath ſome way ot 
other a reference to it 5 and there= 
fore it is but neceſſary to interpret: 
their Expreſſions in ſuch a ſenſe. as 
may beſt ſuit with their main Deſign. 
Aud. now let ug try which Interpre-. 
tation. of a Thorough Settlement bel 
agrees with Paſſive Obedience, and 
That we are in Juſtice bound to be. 
lieve to be the ſenſe of the Convoca« 
tion, . 

\New'to fay a Government is thg- 


roughly ſetled, when it hath acquired: 
a rn, along Tract of anne: 
Tageed Poſſefſion , or” by the Utter 
cftraction , or Submiſſion, of the 
Right Heirs; this does not” in the 
leaſt interfere with the Dodtrine®of 
Paſſive Obedience, but ignononany.to 
it, and to every other ine and, 
Expreflion in” the'whole Book, But 


for bar  Authour's Toperpuncatos 1 
when a Perſon hath got fult 


fion of Power, and _ Lawfull King 
is 


is alive, »nd fo far from {ubmitting 
that he aft auly con.:ﬀts his Right, and 
demaids the Alle jiance of his Sub« 
je; in order to it : I: ſuch a Caſe, to 
lay that they muſt quit their 1+ whull 
King, become ſubjects to the Poiſetfor, 
transfer all their Allegiance and Duty 
to him, do all they can to eftablith him 
in the Pofſeflion, and as much to keep 
the other out, became irreconcileable 
and mortal Enemies to him, and if 
need be to fight againſt and kill him, 
(fr all theſe neceſſarily follow from 

at Notion, ) Now how the Anthor 
will Demonſtrate this to be Paſiive O- 
bedience, or reconcile it to itſelf, is not 
for me to comprehend. The Author 
hath off:red at as ftrange things as 
that : For if any one of a Family, tho' 
never ſo many degrees off, and him 
ſet up by the People too, be Succefli- 
en in a Hereditary Monarchy. If for- 
ceable Poſſeſſion be a ehrough ſertle- 


ment, then for any thing 1 know, figh- 


ting againſt and killing a Righttull 
King, even when we acknowledge the 
Right to be in him, may be PaſſhiveO- 
ba ience. And if this -t the young - 

ve nothing to doe but to beg 0 
God to keep me in my ſenſes. 

" And that is abundantly ſufftcient to 
prevent impoſing on by ſuch Argu- 
ments, the Authour if he pleaſes may 
call white black ; and heat cold, but if 
he do, ſure he expects not to convince 
others of it, nor eafily perſwade them 
he believes it himſelf. 

| But then if fighting againft and kil- 
Ing a King we have {worn Allegiance 
to, be not Paffire Obedience, then by 
a Government throughy ſettled the 
Convocation does not mean bare Poſ- 
(effion of Power. oh 


2. This Interpretation reproaches 
thoſe worthies,of the Church of Eng- 
land, who ſuffered between the Years 
42 and 6," , 
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A very few Years ſince it wou'd 
have been thought -a high Degree of 
Malieſs for a Caurch of Ezland Min 
to have donbted, who (in the late 
Tim:s) ated moſt agrecably to the 
P.iuciples of that Church in the point 
of Allegiance and Governinent , et- 
ther Archbiſhop 74xton , Biſhop Co- 
z-ns, Biſhop Gunning, &c. or Hugh 
Peters, Dr. Owen, or Fobn Goodwyn. 
But now our Authour hath clearly 
determined it for Hugh, and his Bre- 
thren, and againft the Biſhops. Now 
as ridiculous as this is, it is certainly 
the Caſe 3 for if the Authour be right, 
all theſe Reverend and Excellent Men 
who were undone for their Loyalty, 
acted ignorantly or unfincerely ; and 
thoſe onely who followed the fere- 
ral Revolutions, and adhered to than 
againſt the King , are the Men that 
ted according to the Pringiples of 
the Church of England; nay, even 
the Regicides themiclves will put in 
for Church of Enzland Men too ; and 
(whict is the ftrangeft thing of all } 
even-in point of Allegiance and Go- 
vernment. For that Gavernment that 
appointed the High Court of Juſtice, 
had a full Poffeiſion of Power, and 
all Places of Truſt, &c. were in their 
Hunds, and at their diſpoſal. And by 
reaſon of that they had a ſafficient 
Authority, (even God's) by Commiſ- 
fion from which they actcd ; and then 
alſo their Allegiaace was juſtly tran 
ferred from the King to them: By 
Virtue of which they did bat their 
Duty, both-in acting under ſuch a 
Commiſſion from their Governours , 
and alſo in purſuing to death the 


Enemies and Competitors of that Go- 
rernment whoſe Sabjects they were, 
and whoſe' Security and bliſh= 


ment they were bound to promote. 
And is this,no prejudice to this 
Interpretation? + Muſt we part with 
our Senſes, -as Well as our Principles? 
34 it pole Remy Man to bebere | 
| at 


he 
*s, 


— 
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of Enz'r id Man, in point of. Al.egys 
ak + an iGorenimont, tran Doctor 
J1.:m:3:3n4 Þ Or that the Principles of 
the Church of Evgland juftite the: 
Munriter of Charles the firtt ? I do not 
know of what weight this may be 
with the Authour 3 but any,Man, who 
had any reſpe&t for the Church of 
Evugland, would. have been a little 
cautious how he.had faſtened ſuch a 
Senſe upon the Words. of ſuch a Ve- 
nerable Convocation , as ſhould ju- 
ſtifie the moſt exccrable Villany un- 
der the Sun , and reproach as great 
and worthy Men as ever were Mem- 
bers of it, and ſome of them pro« 
bably Members of this Convocation , 


and condemn them in thoſe very In- - 


ſtances which were the higheſt Evi- 
dences of their Vertues and Sinceri» 
ty, and upon Account of which their 
Names and Memories will always be 
preciousz and one  fingle Example 
of ſuch Men is of more value with 
all good Men, than that of one thou- 
ſand Weather=Gock Divines, who can 
turn themſelves and their Principles 
as there is occaſion, and by the help 
of Publick Good, and a Feſuitical Di- 
KtinCtion or two, can make them ſuit 
with any Power in the World. 

Now Nen ( if they have a Mind to 
it ) may defend Hugh Peters', Brad- 
ſhaw , ane the High Court of Juſtice, 
and condemn their Judges and Juries 
for murthering honeſt men, who did 
' but their Duty. They may, if they 
will, applaud the Practices of Nye, 
Merſbalt, and Milton, and diſlike 
thoſe of the Glorious Sufferers for 
their-King and their Conciences. But 
to bring for Principles of the Chureh 
of Englend that will doe all this, is as 
ri as it is ſhameleſs and Impu- 

ent. | 


3: This Interpretation maintains aw 
» | unreaſonable, ungodly Dove 


*3 
- 


xs 


T3 


that Fobn C:rdinin was ibetter Chavet 


Such ftrong Arguments may we 


trive, and that -is, That the Permiſſion . 
of . Providence 1s 4 Rule of Pratiice, 
and a ſufficient Warrant to att con- 
trary to the . Rules of Right and Juſtice 
amoneſt Men. This, does not onely 
naturally follow from th Interpre- 
tation , but the Authour aflerts the 
ſame allmoit in ſo many words : For 
going about to prove that the Re- 
volution is G=d's doing, he telk us, 
(in Page 14, ©c.) That Goa's Pro- 
vidence in permitting , is a ſufficient 
Indication of his W;ll and Pleaſure , 
as to the Event. And(faith he) ſince 
Prophecy bath ceaſed, furs I am, that 
nothing but Providence is vocal tous. I 
wonder .what the Authour thinks of 
Scripture, and Right, and Laws a- 
mong Men ; ſure theſe are as vocal as 
Providence, and we are bonnd to 
make them the Rule of our Practices, 
and are (ſo directed by God himſelf: 
But we hare no DireCtion or Warrant 
to at by any Methods of Providence, 
contrary tothem. The Author goes on, 
fram ih, Er nes wh De Re 
om 3t, as 08 e Or Rids 
cule be eluded. But for all that I reuſe 
tell our Authour , That his Qpinion 
as it is fooliſh, ſo it deſerves to be 
laughed at 3 but as 'tis impious, to 
be-execrated and abominated, as ten- 


ding to the deſtruction of all Righ- 
- teonſneſs,. and even of Humane So- 


ciety : For if men muſt dire their 


' Lives not by fixed and ſtated Rules, 


but by God's Permisfions and Provi- 


dential Occurrences, we ſhould ſoon 
have a mad World on't, and Rob- 


' bery, Rapine, Fraud, and Oppresfion, 


would be. more to be obſerved than 
(nay againſt} Right, and Law, and 


- eyen Scripture it ſelf. But however 


the Authour is ſo fond of his Notion, 
That he'tells us, He can't reftrain his 
Pen from the moving of this Query : 


Therber the Manifeſt Þiterpoſitions 


of a Gracious Providence, . that tends 
and. 
i'® 


ro the prometing of God's Honour, 


#0 the Eftabliſhment of bis Church , 
be not to us [ now that Propheoy 
ceaſ'4) a Fuſt ifiable Ground for any ra- 
tional Man to af upon? 1. e." againft 
known Laws and the engagement of 
our Oaths Ffor otherwiſe it is not the 
Authors Parpoſe 3) and then with 
great Confidence adds, I think Pbis 
will hardly be Zenyd. What doth the 


Authour mean 2 or where does he- 
live? Hardly bedew'd? Why it has 


been deny'd a thoulan4 times over, 
and there is ſcarcely a ſermon that. 
treats any thing of Providence, but 
denyes it ; and Ido deny it, and the 
Authour ſhall ſee what grounds I have 
have for it « But I oblerve from the 
Authour's Query, 


r. That he takes too. much upon 
him to determine the Interpoſition of 
Providence, as tending to God's Ho- 
nor, and Eftabliſhment of bis Church, 
( in the ſente he would have it : ) For 
ihe Authour may Know, 'if | he pleaſe, 
That God's Honor ts as much, andge- 
-neraly more:-promoted\by.the Patience 
and Sufferings of: his' People, than by 
their external Pcoſperityz eſpecially 


if that Poſperity be gain'd, or endea- 


vor'd to be gaiti'd; by-undue means: It 
is not for the Honour of God to carve 
for our felves,- toitake ſuoh courſes 'to 
ſecure us as ter does not. allow of, 
and to fet up his Providence mCon- 
tradiction to his Laws: And the Con- 
Rtancy -and Fidelity of -men , and 
; eſpecially [of - the Clergy ,>to their 


« Principles , : tends miore:to the: Ho-. 


noup of \Religion ,.. ahd+more! regom* 
menes it -to .the: Warld, than 10 
change .and*turn them to. all Times 
and Seaſons ; and the:Church' is: bet- 


ter eſtabliſhed: upon the: Foundation 


of '\Truth and: Juftice , than; upon 
- any worldly. Power; « or :when,. ſhe 
deſerts theſe, and makes a Rule: of 
Divine Permisfions. The Authour is 
very bold. witly Providence, and ppb 


(4) 
enely makes the ſceret Things - of 


God a Rule for eommon Behaviour, 
but determines them to what end he 
pleaſeth. There is no doubt but that 
God wilt be glorified in all his Pro« 
ccedings ;. but whether by ſuch In« 
terpofitions of his Providence, he 
will bring Glory to himſelf, by the 
Patience and Fidelity of his Servants, 
or any other way, is more than the 
Authour can know, and he muſt be. 
very afluming, if he undertakes to 
determine. 


2. As to the Authonur's main Que” 
ry, Whether the Interpoſations- © 
Providence be not a juſtifiable Ground 
for a reaſonable Man to act upon, 
let him anſwer it himſelf in this 6- 
ther Query: _ Whether, if a poor 
Man hath ftoln his 'Neighbor's. Purſe, 
or (which is nearer to our Au- 
thour) if a Thief hath ftollen it, 
and given it him, .may-he keep it, 
though he knows 1it is ftollen , and 
from whom ? He is poſleffed of it 
by Providence ,' he did not ſteal it 
himſelf}” and it is very gratious to 
him. to ſupply. the needs of himſelf 
and his poor Ar Inſuch a Caſe 
.L ask, may he honeftly keep it e I ſup- 
p6ſe onir Author will ſay No, and the 
Reſon is becauſe he can't lawfully do 
- it. So. thes-it is not the interpoſition 
,of Providence but the Lawfulneſs of 
: the thing that is the juſtifiable ground 
for a rational Man to att upon. 

-But does not the Scripture and the 
Convocation Book, ſay. that God is 
zthe Univerſal Monarch of the World, 
+That he.ſets up and pulls down Kings, 
*altereth, beſtoweth, and transferreth 
Kingdoms? - - + | 

Very true 5 and does not the fam 
«Hd e fay That God is the Loxd 

of .all private Mens Eſtates, as well 
as of Kingdoms, and that he exalteth 
- and depreffeth, that he: maketh Rich 
..and Poor, and aktereth thcir Sigtions 
an 
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wn Conditions, as ſeams beſt to the 
Divine Wiſdom, - 

nd is it not- very foul to argue 
from hence? Therefore if any Man 
by the Permiſfon of Providence, can 
corruptly , fraudulently , or forcibly , 
get his Neightwur's Goods, or Eftate 
into his Poſſeſſtonz why, he muſt 
have them: Phe Laws ane Judges , 
and all Men efe,” mult doe what they 
can to, keep him in Pcfſefſion 3 for it 
is God's Will it ſhould be fo : For 
( ith our Authour, Page 14.) God's 


Provence in permitting, 1s 4 ſriffics- 


ent Indication of b1s Will and Pleaficre, 
a to the Event, The Tiraelites, by 
God's expreſs Direction ſpoiled: the 
Foyptians; and therefore if any Man 
{poil tris N-i4ghbour, © and get his Mo- 


ney ar Jewels into his Hands, they 


are all his own: For our Authour 
is very ſure, ſince Prepheſie hath ceas'd, 
Provwence 1s only vocal to 15; and be 
can from thence produce ſuch'ſtrong ar= 
guments as mill not with eaſe be elu- 
ded. And is not this pure Caſuiftical 
Divinity , and admirably fitted to 
promote Righteauſnefs and Juſtice in 
the World ? But if this hold not good 
31 private Eſtates, F would fain have 
the Authour ſhew me a Reaſon why 


it does in Kingdoms? God hath the 


fame Propriety , his Providence is 
the ſame, and the general Principles 
and Accounts of God's Proceedings 
in Scripture, are all one: And there- 
fore if an Argument from 'Provi- 
dence.he not good, with reſpect to 
private Eſtates; neither is it with re- 


tygct to Governments; and Right, 


not Providence , muft govern” us 

in one Caſe, as well as the other, 
The State of this Matter is plainly 
this: Where we are free, we may 


a& npon the Interpoſitions of Provi- | 


dence, as we fee occaſion; but 
where we are already bound up by 
Oaths and Laws, their Obligation 


will hold us againlt alt Providenoes,” 


( 25 ) | 


( nakedly and barely confidered, ) .apd - 
we cannot be diſcharged of them till , 
God by his Providence hath. (@, op« ;: 
dered and difpoſed Matters, as wwe -. 
may lawfully a&t without the Beeach 
and Violation. of them, When a Go- 
vernment is altered, and fo as to re- 
quire a. Right to. the, SubjeCts Alle- 
giance , in the forementioncd,ways . 
of Death, Cefſion ,'&g.) { It 1s CET 4 
tain this comes by, Provyidence,:( and- 
therefore juſtly and fitly afcribed ta . 
it:) But then the immediate Rea- 
ſon and Ground of Submiſſion is-not |. 
the Permiſſion or Providence of God 
merely ; -but Providence proceeding 
ſo far, as ta open a way that it may .' 
be done lawfully, and without pre- 
judlice to other Ties: In this ſenſe, 
we may follow the DireCtion of Pra- 
vidence, and become Subjects to a 
Government that Providence ſhall /o 
(ct up. But this ſenſe will not (erve-: 
our Authour's turn, and yet it zs'the, 
ſame that he deliveveth, though be: 
he doth not know it., He tells us in 
page 15, That auchout the Interpoſis 
tions of. Providence, Prediftions thems + 
felves are nor raſhly to be executed; 
z. 6. till Providence hath: fo eleared : 
the way, as to make it lawfall to put. 
them in Execution. * » FE 
A little before he quotes a Pafſige . 
out, or the Convocation-Book, p. 47. 
That the Succeſs of Divine Benedi&tions 
(which afterwards: he calls Predi&;i- 
ons, as if Bened:i#ions and Predifons 
were all one,) are zo be left to the Di/+. 
Pofitson of God's Heavenly Providence. + 
" Now this Paſſage in the Convoca= 
tion refers to Samue?s annointing Da» 
vid King, intimation thereby , tit 
Samxel did not- depoſe Saul, nor put 
David upon undue Means to pain the. 
Crown; but left the accompliſhment » 
of it 'to God's Providence. to clear. 
and open a way for him, that he 
—_ lawfally take it. Audit is plain 

ſa- m_ underſtood .it ;- for-though / 
he _ 


_ 


he was annointed King by God's ex- 
pets Commandment, ( and that is 
ſomewhat more than by Providence, ) 
yet that did not tempt him to act 
againſt his known Day : And though 
Gad put $a twice into his power, 
he d<1d not think that Providence 4 


* juſtifiable Ground to at upon, and. to 


take that atlvantage fo make himſelf 
King, (and yet I take it, that was a 
great deal more than Permiſſion.) And 
David's Followers urge it home, An 
th! m:n of David ſaid'unto bam, be- 
held the day which the. Lord ſaid unto 
thee, behold? I will give thine enemy 
into thine hand, that thou'mayeſt de 
to bim'as ſhall ſcem good unto thee. 
1.Sam. 4.4 And Abiſhu alſo (aid to 
David, God hath delivered thine Ene- 
my into thy band this diy: now there- 
fore let m2 ſmite him. God had gi- 
ven his Eiemy that purſued his Lite 
into his hands, and here was a graci- 
044 Providence to aF upon ; God made 
him a Promile, and ſeemed to paint 
oat this as a means to accompliſh it; 
and it muft be confefſed this is as 
plauſible a Caſe as can be put, But 
David knew his Daty better, and 


though the text expreſſ:s, and David 


owns, that it was from God, and 


that God did it, and that is by-an 


aﬀtive and not barely permiſſive Pro- 


- vidence ; yet he knew that was no 


warrant for him to act againſt any 
branch of his Legal Duty , but fays 


_ expreſly, who car. ſtretch forth bis hand 
againſt the Lord's Annainted,,, and be, 
guiltleſs? It was againit. the, Law. 


te ſtretch forth his hand againſt the 
King, and no interpoſitions of Pro- 
vidence, would make that fact in- 
noceat, he followed Providence as far 
as he lawfully might, and. the; Laws 
of the. Kingdom permitted, but he 
durſt not act upon it in eontradicgi- 


on t& them; and therefore he ſays to. 


Abiſhai that would have killed Saul, 


7, 40, the Lord ſhall ſmige bim, or,” 


- — tf 
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hu diy ſhall come to die, or be ſhall des, 
ſeend into barrel and periſhz that is, 
he left it to'Gad's Providenge, (0, $0 
ouder and diſpoſe of Things, and. ty 
bring it about in ſuch a manner, as 
he might take the Crown without 
the Violation of any Duty that he 
o.ved, or of any former Engagement 
he had made to King Saul. Now 
when Providence proceeds in this 
manner, and fo to make a clear pa(- 
ſage ta Submiſſion, then, and then 
onely it is a juſtifhable Ground to act 
up2n, But to talk of Divine Permil- 
fions, as a ſufficient Warrant to ju- 
ſtifte our Ading againft Common 
Right, and known Laws, and the 
ſtrongeſt Obligations, is certainly 
one- of the wilde(t Aﬀertions in the 
World. 
I (hall end this with the plain Judg- 
ment of DoGtar Stilling flees in. this 
matter: Tue great Revolutions of Go- Serm. be= 
vernment are attribued to the. partj- fore the 
cular Providence. of Gad ; God is the Commons 
Fudge,” be pulleth down one and ſetteth Nvv. 13. 
up another ; which doth nat found. any 1671. 
Right of Dominion, (which ſome fan- 34 Ellit. 
cyed, 'til the Argument from Provi- 
dence was returned with greater force 
upan themſelves ;,) but it ſhews, that 
when God pleaſes to make uſe of Per- 
ſons or Natzons, as the ſeorges in his 
Hud to puniſh a People with, He 
gives them Succeſs above their Hopes or 
E xpeF ations; But that Succeſs gives 
them no Rigbt. 


Far \a- Concluſion I fhall add one 
Thing more, and which of it(elf a- 
lone is ſufficient to ſhew the Folly of 
our Authour's. Interpretation, and 
that is, That (beGde the many Ab- 
ſurdities and Contradiftions that at- 

tend it, ) it is coatrary to the expre( 0 

Dogtriae- and Declaration of the - 
Members of that Convocation. Now 
I take it for granted, that they un- 
derftogd the Senſe of the Convocation 
| TT a little 
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8a little better than dur Authovr. I 
take it likewiſe for granted, | That, 
what they had deteranned for Docs, 
trine in a publick and folemn Way ,, 
and in Convocation, . they would nei» 
ther contradict, nor yet deliver. the 
clean contrary in their particular 
Writings. But then it: will follow, 
that our Authour's Interpretation, 
and the DoCtcine built on it is a new 
Invention, and never heard of in 
the Church of England, till very 
lately. Biſhop Andrews, a very E- 
minent and Learned Mcmber of that 
Convocation, in a Sermon preached 
before the King, but three Years 
after the ending of it , upon theſe 
Words, Per me Reges regnant, by 
me Kings reign, ( Prov. 8.15. ) tells 
us, That the act Regnant is twofold ; 
Some are Reges, Kings ; and yet 
rezgn not, (az True Heiss defeated, ) 
and ſorne reign, and are no Kings, 
{as do all Ulurpers on the Throne , 
per Fas Nef4sque, ) allways one thing 
st 3s to be King, another to reign ; 
Joaſh was true King all thoſe ſix 
years be reign'd not; Athaliah reign- 
ed all thoſe ſix years, yet true Queen 
ſhe never was any Of ſuch God ſaith, 
Hoſ. $: 9. Regunaverunt, ſed non 2 
ine, Woy? For per me Reges reg- 


nant, by me Kings reign; Kings of 


lawfull and true Deſcent , they reign 
by me. Theſe were none ſuch , fo they 
reigned without any per, from mez 
bue when theſe meet, and they thagy be 
Reges de Jure, regnant de FaCcto, 
then it 15 as it ſhould be, and per me 
it 15 that they ſo meet. 


Biſhop Buckeridge, Biſhop of R9- 
chefter, (in his Book written in the 
Deience of Barchay, which Book was 
probably written ſore part of it in 
the time of this Convocation,: for it 
is a very Elaborate Work, and was 
printed 1614. ) layeth this down as 
a general PoCtrine ; ' There © 4 gre 
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difference between a Ty- 
rant reigning by a lawfull 
Title, and 4a Hrant with- 
out Right and Title, and 
invading the Kingdom by 
force. If a lawfull King 
exerciſe Tyranny, he can- 
ror ba compelled by the 
Biſhops, or Nobles, or 
People , &c. for ſuch a f@, þ. 919. 

Tyrant being in the Throne 
by a Juſt Title, » ordained of God, 
and he who reſiſts him , reſiſts the Or- 
dinance of Ged: But if any Man 
fnaecheth the Kingdom by Force and 
Tyranny, be x not a Kyng, but an Ene- 
my, and it % lawfuil for any of the 
People to doe the ſame to bim, as they 
may doe to an Enemy, This is plain 
enough but yet there is mare in that 
Chapier no leſs obſeravable. Bel- 
larmins had objected the 
Quiet Po ion of Athas 
liab for fix years, To 
which the ' Biſhop au- 
ſwers, How quiet ſoever 
it Was, it Was wadent , 
(for [he was guarded with 
Soldiers ,) But what are ſix years to 
maks a good Title of Preſcription, and 
PoſJeſſim, which, according to Grego- 
ry Thologaizus, ought to be the Poſſeſ- 
ſion of an hundred Wears more; and 
what are ſix Vears to an hundred ? 
Athaliah cbcrefore had not acquircd 4 
Right ts the C r10WN , neither by the 
Conſent of the People , nor by the Pre- 
ſcription of Six Tears, but being a mere 
Ujſurper, and no Queen, ſhe might be 
55-4} And fo we have not only 
the ſenſe of this Right Reverend 
Learned Prehate, that an Uſurped Poſ- 
ſeilion . of the Crown cannot Claim 
our Allegiance, but alſo we have his 
ſenſe of a thorough ſettlement (in one 
kind, ) and that is when a Right to 
the, Goverament is acquired by a 
Preſcription, and that is a long and 
unzerrupted Poſſeſſion joined with 
| ' the: 


p. 911. 


_ Dilpar vero eft rat 
Tyranni legiiimo Ju 
regnantis, & Tyraſi 

fine jure & tituloReg 
num per Vim & Ty 
rannidem ©ccupanth 
5c. Reffin. in re 

Temp. de Poteftate P 


At ſex annos quie 
regnavit & poſleflic 
ifta elt quieta, Ss 


 Imperia jure Belli 
Fequitita , Temporis + 
(criptione legiti- 


ſia AcriAolent, Ibid, 


'the Confent of the People. And o 
it. follws & little after, when in an- 
ſwer to Bellarmne's Objeing other 
Governments, which in their begin- 
nings were Violent and Tyrannical , 
but afterwards became lawfull, as 


that of the Cz/ars, the Gorhs, and 


Lembards, he fays, That 
Governments acquired by 
the rigbt of War, by Pre- 
ſeriptron they ' uſually be= 


by Preſcription it is plain 


he does not mean a quiet Poſſeffion: 


of fix, nor many more Years , but 
when thereby a Right to the Go- 
rernment ' is -acquired; and conſe- 
quently our Authoyt's Full Poſſ-fion 
of Dignities, Prerogatives, Oc. to 
to which qur Allegiance is due, is a 
N-tton' that before now never ifaw 
Light among the true Sons of the 
Church of England. SN: 
To theſe Right Reverend Prelates 
FT crave leave to add a worthy and 
learn'd- Authour, who alſo wrote ma» 
ny learned Tracts abont theſe times, 
and he is. DoCter Fackyzon, who hath 
fully decared his own and the Church 
of Enz/and's Judgement in this very 
point, He puts theſe two -Quelti« 
ons: How far any man which withs 
out Title doth take upon him, and' by 
fraud and violence gets opportunity to 
exerciſe Royal tit barity over them 
: may be reſiſted ? The ſecond 13: Whe- 
ther He that by juſt Title 5s inveſted 
- with Royal Power may be reſifted 11 
the Unjaſt and Tyrannical . Exerciſes 
of it 2 fon ', i 
To th:ſe two Queſtions the Anſwer 
' bath been long F ou groh , by ſome 
Mvral Philoſophers , and approved-of 
by beſt Divines. 


'T. He who» i a mere Uſurper ', of 
a Tyrant by. Title, may be reſiſted'by 
* Violence, even to Depoſition, 'or De 


albeit 24 bappeny to exerciſe. by Pevor 
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come laivfull. But then 


: Violence bad 


with ſuch Moderation, as would bes. 
come a Fuſt and Lawfull King. He 
that 1s a King, or ſupreme Magi-« 
Nrate, by juſt and lawfull Title, may 
not be thws reſiſted, albeit he exerciſe 
hi Porwer Tyrannically; touching the 
former it 5 a truth unqueſtronable , 
That a Thrant by Title, or a mere 
<Uſurper of 4 wn Power , or an In- 
'truder into the Office Raya! , may be 
refſted, without. reſiſting the Ordi- 
tance of God, and the Reaſon u plain ; 
"for that he could never uſurp or conti- 
ue bis Power otberwiſe than by re- 
ſifting ſome higher Powers, or by Wre- 
ſting | the Ordinance, of God. And a- 
mong others he Iultances, Iz caſe he 
uſurps or exerciſes Royal . Authority 
over ſuch us have been: formerly gover- 
ned by Royal Succeſſion, he openly re- 


fifts Power much _ than by own, 


- whether thu Power be yet aftually an+ 
-ndxeq to ſome known Perſons that bave 
Right 'or Titles to the: Kingdom by 
| , or net. Tis true, .he (ſays . 
this refiftance may not-be made by 
every body; but he fays it likewiſe 
with this Qualification, Save in thz 
Right and Intereſt of the Rigbe Heir, 
or by his Commiſſion and Command. 
And the ſame he fays a little after, 
(Pape 968.) when he anſwers to.the 
'Example of -Feboiada's depofing of 
Atbalsah, urged by the Papifts for 
the Power of the Pope to depoſe 
Kings. The Power royal or ſupreme 
wah: by Right annexed to the Infant 
Prince, 'as being next Heir ;, and Je- 
 hoiada depoſed: ber.gvho by Force and 
uſurped the royal. Scep- 
tre. 1s it then all one in theſe Mens 
Diviniry, for a Subjeft or Peer of any 
. Realm to ſtand for the Right of by 
:Liege Lord; and for. the ancient Li- 
 bertzes of by Natrve: Country againſt 
a Strauger; .or Wſarper? fAnd- for 4 
*Stranper no Nut ve) member of thjs or 
the lihe Chriftian' Commonweal , to 
Wrap dome oh Lanfull Kjng from bis 
rone 
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Throne ? or #0 authoriſe bis Subjefs or 
#thers to do to bim as Jehoiada did 20 
Athaliah ? &#nd to bring in 4 Stranger 
8 Alien, az be to caft out a Stranger 


or Uſuryer, 


Thefe Teftimonies are clear e- 
nough , of the DuCtrine that was 
own'd by the Convocation, and by 
that Ape, and I could add many more, 
particularly of Biſhop M-rton, who 
not onely taught but praCtiſed this 
Dodtrine, being himſelf a Sufferer 
under the Revolution begun in 42. 
and if Doctor Freld, then Dean of 
Worceſter, and many others, who 
have faid the fame ; but this would 
be to write a New Hiſtory of Paſſroe 
Obedience: And I think I may chal- 
lenge our Authour or any Man elfe, 
to ſhew me one fingle Inftance , not 
onely of any Member of that Convo- 
cation, but of any approved Authour 
of the Church of England, and of 
that, or any other Age, bat (either 
diſcourſing ex profeſſo of Uſurpation, 
or in tranſitu {peaking of it,) what 
hath delivered always the very ſame 
Doctrine, 
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FINIS. 


The Authaur ( in ridiculous Cant ) 
tells us in Page 1, 2. Since Biſhop O- 
verall's Convocation Book we plead Rea- 
fon and Autbsrity. But I tell-him in 
his own Language, That we have rot 
onely got a whole Convocation of 
unprejudiced and learned Men, but 
the ſame unprejudice] and learned 
Men out of Convocation, and all the 
learned Men of that Age, and of all 
others of the Church of England, 
who were removed from any Temp- 
tations, and the fitteſt and moſt fair 
Judges to determine, that have una- 
nimoufly and exprefly condemned 
the Notions and Afﬀertions of our 
Authour, and of all that hold the 
ſame. 

I conclude with one Requeſt to 
our Authour, That when the next 
fit of Demonſtrations takes him, he 
Will be pleaſed to demonſtrate this 
ſame thing from the Hiſtory of Paſ- 
five Obedrence; and to encourage 
kim, I can affure him, That Obedi- 
ence and Submiffion, Oc. will be as 
eaſily demonſtrated from the Hiſto- 
ry of Paſſive Obedience, as from Bi- 
ſhop Overall's Convocation- Book, 
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Sherlock hath publiſh'd the Rea- 
ſons that induced him to take 
the Oath; He proceeds upon 
the ſame Grounds with this Author, 
and what is here ſaid (as to the main) 
is equally of Force againſt both, and 
will ſerve to Vindicate the Convocation- 
Book, as well from the Falſe Interpre- 
tation of the Dr. as of the Author. 
I ſhall not now ſtand (nor does it con- 
cern my preſent Purpoſe) to Examine 
all the Arguments the Dr. makes uſe 


g the finiſhing of this, Door 


of, (but that will be done in due time): - 


But I ſhall fully further Conſider what 
he urges from the Convocation, and is 
not mentioned by the Author, and ſhall 
aiſo Clear theſe Aﬀertions deliver'd in 
the Anſwer, from ſuch things as may 
be rais'd in ObjeQion to them, from 
the Dr's Book. And in Examining 
theſe, I ſhall have Occaſion to Con(1- 
der, and ſhall thereby ſhew the Weak- 
neſs of the Fundamental Principles that 
he proceeds upon. I Obſerve then : 
1. That the Interpretation of the 
Words of the Convocation in both, 1s 
the very ſame : But there is ſome Dif- 
ference as to the manner of propoſing 
it, The Author is doubtful and mo- 
deft He cannot but conceive, and with 
Submifion, That a Government 1s ſet- 
tled, when the whole Adminiſtration of 
Aﬀairs , and all Plates of Tru#, &c. 
ave in the Hand#'of the Prince. But 


the Dr. is very confident ef it, it is 
as plain, as every body can ſee it;, and 
{ faith he ) If this be mot a ſettled Go- 


Poſtlcripr. 


vernment, 1 deſpair of ever knowing what Preface. 


it is. Now it muſt be remembred, 
that the Dr. owns, that in this Book 
he hath renounc'd one of his Princi- 
ples, and the whole Book is an Evi- 
dence, and an Acknqwledgment, that 
he hath been very much miſtaken, and 
hath continued a great while under 
the Power of thoſe Miſtakes. And ſo 
ſoon, and in the ſame Book to be a- 
gain ſo full of Afurance, and to chal- 
lenge People to Anſwer him? The 
Principle that he now renounceth, yea, 
and all the Principles he now diſputes 
againſt, (though he calls it loftly De- 
claring bis own Thoughts ) yet he did 
afſert with as much Peremptorineſs as 
any thing in this New Book: And 


why ſhould he then deſpair of knows. 


ing any other Notion of a ſettled Go- 
vernment, beſides his own; perhaps, 
( if no body could inform him ) the 
Dr. hereafter might himſelf find out 
another Notion of it; for what hath 
been, may be : In the mean time, there 
iS another Notion of it deliver'd a- 
bove, and which is more agreeable to 
the Rules of Truth and Juſtice, and 


to the common Acceptation of theſe- 


Words among Men. And let the Dr. 
ſhew m2 any one Approved Lamyer, 
or Czuilian, (who are ſuppos'd to 
ſpeak the moſt properly in ſuch Mat- 
ters) or any #7tSorian that ever de- 
liver'd ſach a_ S=nſe of thoſe Words, 
or that ever aftirm'd, or in a meer 
Narratory way, declar'd, That an U » 
ſarped Poflefſion, was a Thorough Set- 

A ; 1 Mentt; 
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tlement, or any Settlement at all, when 
there was a Rightful and Legal Ti- 
tle in being againſt it, and that Ti- 
tle aQtually conteſting. Let him ſhew 
me (in the particular Inftance ) any 
approved Author, that ever ſaid, That 
Tyranns fine Titulo, (as is the Caſe the 
Dr. pnts in his Book ) was a Govern- 
ment throughly ſettled, or any True 
Government at all. The Dr. exprel- 
ly afferts, That the Providence of Go1 
alters no Legal Rights, mor forbids thoſe 
who are lifpoſſeſed of them , to Recover 
their Right when they can:, which ( by 
the way) is ſtrange Doftrine : For 
why does not God's Authority in the 
Poffeffor, ( if he have it ) bind the 
Diſpoſſefſed King as well as the People? 
and it is ſomewhat ſtrange that when 
God diveſts a King of his Government, 
he has ftill a Right to it, and may 
juſtly recover it: This tends mightily 
to the Peace of Societies, (one of the 
Drs.Arguments.)The Caſe of the Kings 
the Convocation ſpeaks of as diſpoſ- 
felſed by God was quite otherwiſe, 
they had no Right lefr, as when Febu 
was Anointed, Foram became his Sub- 


Pag. 46. je&- But it mnft be confeſſed thoſe 


Wiſe Men never thought of the Drs. 
Hypothefts and new Notions: But to 
the purpoſe, the difpotiefled King ac- 
cording to the Dr. hath ſtill a Legal 
Right, and by vertue of which he may 
recover his Throne. Then I ſay, ſo 
long as the Caſe is fo, and the Preten- 
tions to Right ftill in diſpute, the con- 
trary Government can never be ſaid 
to be throughly ſetled; when there is 
a profecution,but of a Jonended Right, 
it cannot fairly be ſaid, that ſuch a 
Poſſeſſion is throughly ſetled, but when 
there is a plain, vifible, and indiſputa- 
ble Legal Right againſt a Poficfior, 
and that Right aCtually proſecuted, 
in ſuch a caſe to call bare Pofſefſfion, 
a thorough ſettlement, is one of the ſtran- 
geft things in the World; and if that 
be a fettlement, all the World have 
hitherto been miſtaken about it, and 
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we are beholding to the Dr. far his 
new Diſcovery of a Settlement. As 
for his new Dottrine about Providence, 
2. The Doctor ſays, That the Con- 
vocation ſpeaks of the Subje&ion of 
the Iſraelites to the Moabites and Arad- 
mites, and to the Kings of Agypt and 
Babylon, as their duty, and that they 
were bound to it, and from thence 
concludes the ſence of the Convocation - 
to be, T hat Princes,who have no Legal 
Right may have Gods Authority, and 
ought to be obey'd. For faith he, the 
Government of Jſrael, and the X- 
Syptian, and Babylowiſh Kings never had 
any Legal Right : Now but Three 
Pages oft , the Dr. tells us, That the Sub- 
miſſion of the Prince may be thought ne- PS. 9 
ceſſary to transfer a Legal Right;, and 
then all theſe Governments had a Le= 
gal Right to the Government of /ſrael : 
As to Babylon, the Dr. tells us,there was 
Gods expreſs Command for their Sub- 
miſſion, and Nebuchadnez2ar - carryed 
the Princes Captive with him, and 
I think there isno great doubt of their 
Submiſſion, and eſpecially if they were 
ſenfible that God Commanded it. 4s 
to Xgypt, what Government the Fews 
had then among them does not appear, 
but what ever Government they had : 
Or, whoever they had for their Go- 
vernours , it is plain they Submitted 
to the Kings of Agypt as well as all the 
People; And the Convocation expreſ- 
ly afhrms they did ſo. And the Caſe 
is the ſame with reſpe& to the Moabires 
and Aramites ;, whatever Governours 
they had, they and the people Sub- 
mitted; and the Convocation is as ex- 
preſs as can be 5 They &new it was not 
Lawful to take Arms againf# the K ings 
whoſe Subjetts they were. What ! Subjetts 
without Submiſſion ! and this the Dr. 
quotes too out of them; but then 
I wonder upon what grounds he faid 
they could have noeLegal Right to 
Govern 1(rael;, for if the Submiſſion of 
the Prince can Transfer a Legal Right, 
then they had a Legal Right, and then 
to 
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to be ſare they could have what they 

AQtually had. IF it be ſaid: that God 

was at that time their Soveraign, and 

He did not Submit; it is true He did 

not, but the Text ſays Expreſly, that 

God deliver'd them into their hands. 

But then this would be an Argument 

again their Submiffon ; For the 

Dr.tells us,that where God entayles the 

Crown, the People were riot to Sub- 

wit to any Uſurper, if the Right Heir 

was alive; and therefore much more 

where God himſelf was their King, and 

then ſure they might Lawfully reſiſt 
theſe Kings, whoſe Subjetts they were 
not, nor could be, and they needed no 
eſpecial Commiſſion or Diregion, to 
deftroy the Uſurpers as Abud did Fg- 
lon, but they might, Nay, they were 
bound to do it, as Feboiade flew A4thas» 
lizh. For 1 hope God's Entayl is not of 
2reater force than his own immediate 
Government ; ſo that either their Sub- 
mittion Transfert'd a Legal Right, of 
elſe their Submifſhhon was a ſin» 

The Dr. afierts, That the Convoca- 
tion ſpeaks of IRegal and UVſurped Pow- - 
ers: But the Dr's Proofs from thzm 
are only of LZegal Powers. And Con- 
ſequently, that only Legal Powers 
have Gods Authority, and a Govern. 
ment 18 then throughly ſetled, when 
it becomes Legal. The- Dr. will not, 
but the Convocation diſtinguiſhes be- 
tween the means of acquiring a Power, 
and the Power it ſelf; the means of 
acquiring Power may be very unjuſt and 
Illegal, and yet the Power afterwards 
may be very Legal. But the Dr. 1s 
reſoly'd they muſt be all one, and he- 
cauſe the Convocation ſpeaks of the 
Ambition of Enchroaching Kings, 
and the Rebellion of SubjeR:, as' a 


means whereby Governments have 
been alter'd, therefore by a Govyern- 
ment being borough ſetled, they muſt 
needs mean Uſurped Powers. As if 
it was impoſſible, for ſuch begitnings 
afterwards to acquire a Right, and ſo 
Terminate in a Legal Title, and 'Til 


) 


thatis, the Government is as ittnjuft as 
the Rebellion and Encroachmetit ; And 
a ran cannot juftly become a patty to 
the Government, no more than to the 
Rebellion , for they are both"equal- 
ly unjuſt, except the Dr. thinks that 
ſtealing a purſe is yery unjuſt, but the 
keeping it after it is ſtolen, is very juſt. 
} will grant the Dr, that a Govern- 
ment, by what il! means ſoever attain'd, 
may have God's Authority, and be 
thorovghly ſetled; But then 1 ſay, it 
has not Gods Authority, nor is 
thoroughly ſetled, till it ftands upon 
the foundation of Xigbt, arid becomes. 
Legal, The Convocation hever men- 
tions Uſurpation, or, Uſurper, name 
or thing, but in one pfate, ahd that is 
the Cate of A:haliah, and they plainly 
condemne it, and juftifie the killing 
her; But in the other inſtances of Go- 
vernment in that Book, a Legality is 
imply'd; Orin expreſs Terms atfrm'd, 
chap. 31. it is ſaid when Alexander was 
dead, the Fews were free, none of bis p42» 6 
C aptaines baving any Lawfnl intereff, 
or Title #6 Judah; plainly intimating 
that Alexender himſelf, and the Perfan 
before him, had a Lawful intereſt, and 
Title, and-they likewiſe. tell-us of the 
Romat?, that they were. the Lawful p2g. 
Magiftrates of the Few. But nothing 
will ſerve the Dr's tutn , but the. 
Power muſt be as unjuſt as the means; 
and if 1t was granted him IT wonder, 
what he would make of it. That- 
woukd certainly be a very odd reaſon 
for Subjettion, he that partakes with 
injafkice, (as he certainly does that 2 
joyns with jt) partakes with the guilt 
too. * And if the Power be unjuſt, then 
toabet, to defend, ſupport and main- 
tain that Power muſt be nnjuft- like- 
wiſe. The Dr's ſhift of Legal Rights, 
and Gods Rights will ftand- bim in no- 
ſtead, for that will ſerve all Caſes as 
well as his God hath a-Right totake 
away any mans life, or eſtate, as well} 
as a Throne. But if this be done by 
Illegal ways, it is not God's Right = 
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Soveraignty that hinders, but we are 
bound to purſue the Wicked Inftru- 
ments, and to bring them to Puniſh- 
ment ; and whoever adheres to them is 
a Theif and a Murderer equal to them. 
Anu if we forſake the Laws and the 
Plain Rules of Prattice, and apply our 
ſelves to Providences and God's Rights 
of Creation, we muſt be forc'd to 
quit Truth and Juſtice, and: adhere 
to a Company of Theeves, Lyars and 
Murderers. 

3. To the Caſe of Foaſh and Atha- 
liah, the Dr. gives two Anſwers. 

1- The firſt is this: All that this 
Story amounts to is no more than this, 
That when 4 Legal and Rightful Heir is 
aftually Pofſeſſed of the Throne, the Sub- 
jets may return to their Allegiance, and 
by bis Authority proſecute tbe Uſurper, 
&c. I anſwer, The ftory amounts to a 
great deal more; and that is, That 
Subjefts may ſet the Rig htful Heir upon 
the Throne, altho' it be in the Attual 
Poflefhion of an Uſurper;for ſo Feboiada, 
and the People did; They ſet up the 
Right Heir, and <je&ted the Ufurper, 
tho? ſhe had been in the Pofſeſhon of 
the Throne for fix Years. But (ſaith 
the Dr.) The Rightful Heir was attu- 
ally poſſeſſed of the Throne, for Joaſh 
was firſt Anointed and Proclatmed, be- 
fore any one ſtirred a finger againſt Atha- 
liah. But is the Dr. ſure, that Foaſh 
was attually Poffefled of the Throne ? 
He was Anointed indeed : But is A- 
nointing aCtual Poſſeſſion ? and it will 
not be eafie to preve it according to the 


- Drs. Notion of Poffeſfion, of having 


the whole Adminiſtration of Aﬀairs, 
and all the Authority of the King- 
dom in his hands, for ſure Athaliab 
had ſome ; But however, who Anoin- 
ted? And who Proclaimed him ? And 
who put him in Pofleſhon 2 Whytru- 
ly no body elſe but his own Subjeas, 
and theſe very Men: that had lived fix 
Years under the Uſurper. And then 
1 perceive that Subje&s may ſtand by 
' the Rightful Heir again an Uſur- 
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per, tho' Poffefled of the Throne for * 
lome Years. But then, Where is that 
Fidelity, Allegiance and Obedience, 
that the Dr. ſays we are bound to pay 
to Uſurped Powers ? But for all that, 
the. Dr. goes on and ſays, Now this 
is a very different Caſe from raiſing Re- 
bellion againſt a Prince, who is in the 
Poſſeſkon of the Throne, Yo reſtore an 
ejetted one. And I pray where is this 
difference ? A Man muſt open his 
Eyes wide, that can ſee it, Was not 
Athaliab in the Poſſeſſion of the Throne 
when Feboiada Anointed Foaſh? The 
Dr. may call this Rebellion if he pleaſe, 
and Athbaliab called it Treaſon, and 
perhaps upon the Drs. Principles : 
But for all that Fehozada and the Pen- 
ple did their duty to their Rightful 
Prince, and flew her that was in Poſ- 
feſſion of the Throne. And that I 
ſuppcſe is no. great ſign that they 
thought Poffeſhon of the Throne by 
Providence was God's Authority, or 
that Allegiance was due upon that ac- 
count, I know there is a differehce be- 
tween Anointing a New King, and Re- 
ſtoring an Eje&ted one. But the Queſti- 
on is concerning Allegiance to an 
Uſurper in the Potſeffion of theThrone, 
and as to that there is no difference. 
For theſe pay as little Allegiance to an 
Uſurper who Anointa King, and then 
Depoſe him, as thofe who do it to 
reſtore an Eje&ed one: And 1 would 
fain know what difference there is 
( as to Allegiance to an Uſurper ) be. 
tween Anointing a New King, and 
upon his Authority aiſpoſieſſios an 
Uſurper, and doing the ſame thing 
upon the Authority of oye already 
Anointed. 

2. His other Anſwer is, That God 
himſelf had intail'd the K ingdom of Tu- 
dah on the Poſterity of David , and 
therefore nothing could jufifie their Sub- 
miſion 10 an Uſurper when the K ings 
Son was found: but in other XK ingdoms 
where Entails are made by: Providence, 
there the placing a Prince in the Throne, 

fs 
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is 4 Reaſon to ſubmit to bim as Gods 
Ordinance aud Miniſter. 
To this I Anſwer: 

1. This Diſtinfton is not in the Con- 
vocation Beok., and ſo it does not af- 
fe their Sence; They do not ſpeak 
with reference to it, when they call 
Athaliab an Uſurper, and juſtife the 
Proceedings of Feboiada and the Peoe 
ple againſt her ;, but the Reaſon they 
ive is General, The Right Heir of the 
K ingdom being alive , which extends 
ta all Kingdoms that are entayld, and 
go by Succeſſion: And it is plain 
they thought of no ſuch difference as 
to this matter; but that a thorough 
Settlement of a . Government (and 
tho' attained by the ſame ill means) 
was the ſame thing, and had God's 
Authority in Fudab as well as any 
other Nation, as in the Inſtances of 
the Babylonians, Macedonians and Ro- 
mans, whoſe Government over the 
Fewes was not attained by honeſter 
means then Athaliah's, and was as 
12uch contrary to the entail upon Da- 
vid's Houſe, as hers; and yet they 
juſtifie and require Obedience to them, 
but juſtifie the laying of her: And 
therefore it is plain, that by a thorough 
Settlement they do not mean a full 
Poſſeſſion of Power, for Athaliah had 
as full a Poſſeſſion of Power in the 
Kingdom of Fudah, as had the Baby- 
lonians, Macedonians, or Romans, nor 
do they reckun'God's entaile upon Da- 
vid's Poſterity - any ground of diffe- 
rence in this matter, for the Govern- 
ment of Fudah by Babyloniaus was as 
much contrary to that entail, as the 
Government of Athaliah. 

2. The Drs. Arguments will equal» 
ly juſtifile Submifſhon to Athaliab in 
the Kingdom of Fxdab, notwithſtand- 
ing ſuch-entail,as to an Uſurper in any 
other Nation. 1J. ſhall Inſtance in 
two; his Argument from Providence, 
and his Argument from the necefſity 
-of Government for the Preſervation of 
Humane Seciety, 


1+ His Arguments from Providence : 
Theſe equally fit A4thaliab, and ſhe 
had the ſame Pretenftons to Provie 
dence as any other Uſurper hath or 
can have: The Dr. tells us expreſly, 
That it makes mo difference in this Caſe pag, 
to diſtinguiſh between what God permits, 
and what be does ;, for this diftiniteon, does 
not relate 10 the events of things, but to 
the Wickedneſs of Men, which God on- 
ly permits ;, but the events of all things 
are in bis bands, and are ordered and 
diſpoſed by bis Will and Council, as they 
muf be, if God Governs the World. Now 
according to this Dorine, Aihaliab's 
Uſurpation was the A of God, and 
as much ſo, as any other Uſurpation ; 
Her wicked Conuncels and Deſigns God 
only permitted, as he does thoſe of 
other Uſurpers; but her aftual Poſ: 
ſeſſion of the Throne was what God 
appointed, and was as much ordered 
and diſpoſed by his Decree and Council, 
as that of any Uſurper in »the whole 
World. Farther, the Dr. ſays, If there 
were ſuch 4 Diflinftion, we 0ught in rea» 
ſon 10, aſcribe the Advancement of K ings 
to Gods Decree and Council, becauſe it 
is the Principal A of Providence which 
bas ſo great an influence 0n the Govern- 
ment > the World ;, and if be Decree and 
Order any events, certainly be peculiarly 
Orders ſuch events as will do moſt good, 
or moſt hurt to the World. And this 
fits Athaliah's Caſe as well as any 
other; and it ſeems her Advancement | 
to the Throne was not only Gods De» 92" = 
cree, but his Peculiar Decree and Or- 
der: for that event as well as any 
other Uſurpation,had a great influence, 
and might do much good or hurt in 
the World. Farther yet according to 
this Doctrine, the Dr. ſays, That 
ALL Kings &y then ſure Arhaliah 
among the reſt ) are equally Rightful >»... 
with reſpe# to God, F. hr & 6. 
Rightful Kings, who are placed in the 
Throne by God, (as Athaliah was) and 
it is impoſivle there fouls be a mrong 
King, unleſs 4 Man cout mike bin.” 
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ſelf K ing whether God will or no, Now 
1” only. fuppoſe, that” Athalizh could 
not do what is /mpoſible, nor (if ſhe 
had never ſo much minde to it) could 
ſhe make make her ſelf Queen whe- 
God would or no. The Dr. further 
adds, He is our King who is ſetled in 
wy Throne in tbe wn ay en 
Soveraion Power, for King is t 
Name of . "a and eas, not 'of 
meer Right. Now Athatiah had the aftu- 
al Adminiſtration of Soveraign Power, 
and therefore according to the Dr. 
ſhe was Queen by God: Authority , 
tho* not by the Law of the Land, and 
Allegiance muſt be due to her as well 
as toany other. . And all the Drs. Ar- 
£uments are as concluſive and valid 
for Submiſſion to 4tbaliah, as for Sub- 
miſhon to any body elſe: But if theſe 
Reaſonings be naught with Reſpe to 
her, ſo are they alſo with reſpe& to 
any other Uſurpation; for if theſe 
be not certain Signs of God's Decree 
and Council, That a Perſon ſo pof- 


ſefled of the Throne, ſhould be own'd - 


as King, and ſubmitted to, then they 
are no Rule for us; if they are, then 
they were a Rule for the Fews, and 
*tis meer trifling to talk of God's en- 
tailing the Crown, as if God was 
ty'd any more to the entails of his 
own making, than .he is to Humane 
entails, and his own Decrees and Or- 
ders would not cut off his own entails, 
as well as thoſe of men. If the Poſ- 
ſeſhon of the Throne by Providence 
be a cleer and Demonſtrative Evidence, 
that ſuch a Perſon hath Gods Autho- 
rity, and that God would have him 
obey'd as King, then it's ſo notwith- 
Randing any entail made by himſelf : 
But then, if it be not ſuch a demon» 
firative Evidence, not only the Drs. 
Diſtintion is uſeleſs to his purpoſe, 
but all his Arguments are unconclufive 
and fignifie nothing. 

2. His Argument drawn from the 
neceflity of Government to the pre- 
fervation of Humane Society now I 


-_- 
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ſuppoſe the Dr will. grant me,. that 
the People of Fudazh. were a Humane 
Scociety, and - then there is not: one 
Argument. the Dr. uſes but what will 
equally conclude for ſubmifſion to 4- 
thaliah as to any other Uſurper, and 
the Dr. here argues from the nature 
of the thing, which is equally the ſame 
in all Governments. Now the Dr. 
tells us, That Fumane Societies muſ/# 
not difolve into a Mobbile, or Mr. Hob's 
#ate of Nature, becauſe the Legal Prince 
has loft his Throne, and can no longer 
Govern. For the end of Civil Governe 
ment, is the ſafety and tranquility of Hu- 
mane Societies, and whatſoever is neceſſary 
and uſeful to this end, becomes a duty. 
Now the ſafety of the Fewiſb Society 
was as much the end of that Govyern- 
ment as of any other, and if for the 
preſervation of Humane Society, it be 
neceſſary to ſubmit to an Uufurper, it 
was likewiſe neceffary for the People 
of Fudah to ſubmit to Athaliah, bur 
if it was not neceflary for their pre- 
ſervation, or if that neceſſity wonldt 
not juſtifie their Submiſſion to an 
Ulſurper in that Kingdom, then it is 
plain that ſuch a-Submiſfion cannot 
be warranted from the ends of Go- 
vernment, let theſe ends be what. they 
will. It is not to be doubted but men 
may doe ſome things for the preſerva- 
tion of a Society while they are under 
an Uſurper but that will not ſerve 
the Drs. turn, except they go through 
with the matter, and do-every thing 
that is due to a Rightful King. Biſhop 
Sanderſon owns it lawful to pay ſome 
kind of fubmiſfion, as to defend the 
Country againſt a Forreign Ene- 
my, to preſerve Trade and Commerce, 
(5c. But without any regard to the Au- 
thority of the Uſurper or his Laws ; 
for he has no Authority,. and his Laws 
do not eblige in Conſcience, tc. Now 
the Dr. tells us, #e cannot be of bis 


mind, for if the ſafety and tranquillity of Pag, 29, 


Humane Societies requires any thing of 
#5, it both requires and juſtifies a pes 
ea 
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derl more: Well, whatſoever it re- 
quires, I hope it required as much in 
the Kingdom of Fudab as any where 
elfe. And by that we ſhall eafily 
diſcern the torce of the Dr's Argu- 
ment. 
1. He ſays, As,the Biſhop ſtates the 
matter, this deſtroys Civil Government, 
and a governed ſociety, for here is neither 
K ing nor Subjett, no Authority to Com- 
mand, nor duty to obey, and no man will 
call this a Civil Government, or ſociety 
10 which Authority, and Ob-dience is Eſ- 
ſential, Well now, I ask the Dr. what 
mult the Subjetts of Fudab do, Athaliab 
bad got the Pofſeilion of the Throne 
for {1x years,, and what would become 
of Society all that while?why 'tis plain 
as can be, they muſt own her Autho- 
rity,and pay Allegiance to her : For ſays 
the Dr. ol Humane Societys muſt be pre- 
ſerv'd , then the neceſſitys of government 
given Authority to the Prince, and lay an 
Obligation of Duty on the Subjet : if God 
will preſerve bkumane ſccietys, we mult 
ecnclude, th it when be removes one K ing 
out of the Throne, be gives bis Authority 
10 him, whom he places there ;, for without 
Authority, Humane Societys muſt diſ- 
band. This methinks is very bold, as 
if God had no other way of preſery- 
ing Humare Society,, but. according to 
our fancies,and Scheme of Politzcks, but 
however it concludes. ſufficiently a- 
vainft the Dr. for if Humane Society 
cannot be preſerv'd, but by the Au- 
thority of an Uſtrper, and if God will 
preſerve Humane Society, it muſt be 
concluded that he hath given his 
Authority to him that Poflefles the 
T hrone,then he had given his Authority 
to Athaliah,or elſe all theſe dreadful con- 
ſequences muſt follow, and the Society 
of Fudah muſt disband, and come to 
nothing. But then if it did not neceſ- 
farily follow, that ſuch ſtrange things 
muſt come to paſs in the fix years of 
Athaliabs Uſurpation ;, or however that 
that was not a ſuflicient Reaſon for 
Transfering their Allegiauce to her, 
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then 'tis plain that the Dr's. Argu. 
ment, from the Nature of the thing 
is not true, Nor does he conclude . 
rightly from it. And the Cafe is the 
ſame in what follows. 

2. Iwould ak (ſays he) whether the 
Care of my own preſervation, and publlck. 
duty, &c. do oblige me in Conſcience 
to obey, and ſubmit to the Government, 
and the Prince, who governs, and #0 wiſh, 
and pray for, and do my utmoſt 10 endea- 
ver their proſperity ;, it it does, this 1s 
the ſame with Allegiance, and then we 
may ſwear tt t00;, if not, then I am at 
liberty to difturb the Government ; aud bow 
(ſays the Dr.) does this contribute tothe 
fafety, and Franquility of Humane Soci-= 
ties? Thatqueſtion it does not concert 
me toanſwer; Bur this I ay, that if it 
proves that we are bound in conſcience, 
for the ſafety of ſocieties,to pray for,and 
to endeavour the proſperity of an .U- 
ſurpec Government; it proves alſo that 
the people of Fudah, were oblig'd in 
Conſcience to do the ſame for Athaliab ; 
and if it does not prove. that , then 
it. does not prove, that the Tranquillity 
of Humane Society isa (ufficient Reaſon 
to Obiige men in Conſcience, to-Sub= 

mit to, to pray for, and to Endeavour 
the Proſperity of. an Uſurper. , 
3» Suppoſe the Government. ſhould not 
think it ſelf ſafe , to leave all men at 
liberty to diſturb it, but guy require 
an Oath of Fidelity, which is the Uni- 
verſal Prafiſe of all Governments, what 
ſhould the Subjetts of Fudzh do in this 
Caſe? Why truly there is no. remedy, 
they muſt &en ſwear, for the Dr. teits 
us, Should every Man refuſe' the Oath, 
and the Prince bad Power enough to com- 
.pel, what muſt be the effeT of this, but the 
utter Ruine, .and deſtrution of the Nati- 
0n.. But then if all this, and ten times 
more would not prove, that the People 
of Fudabh might Lawfully ſwear Alle- 
giance to Atbaligh, then it will prove 
that the Dr, is miſtaken in his Argu- 
ment, and nothing can he concluded 
from it... I ſhall paſs over his next .- 
| » rcaſon,, 


Reaſon, which notwithſtanding 


iS C- 
qually applicable to the ſame purpoſe, 
and come to his 

5+ Which is concerning the preſumed 
conſent of the ejeQed Prince. Now (ſays 
the Dr.) we will preſume, we ſbould 
preſume all that is reaſonable, i, e. all 
that is neceſſary for the preſervation of 
his Subjetts, when be can Govern them 
no longer, and then we may preſume his 
conſent to Oaths of Allegiance ;, all this 
I hope may be 'preſum'd as well in 
Fudab, as any other Country. But now 
the Dr, comes to Clench the Buſineſs, 
and tho be will not meddle with that 
Rueftion , whether 4 King leaving bis 
Kingdoms in 4 fright be Abdication;, yet 
this (ſaith he) one may reaſonably pre- 
fume, that a K ing who forſakes bis K ing- 
dom to conſult bis own ſafety, will give his 
Subjets leave to Conſult theirs, if this 
will juftifie a King to ſave himſelf by 
teaving his K ingdom , why will it not 
juſtifie Subjets, when their K ing has left 
them, to ſubmit and comply with the pre- 
vailing Powers, as far as is neceſſary t0 
preſerve themſelves ? That is, even by 
Oaths of Allegiance, if that be neceſſary. 
Now let us Transfer this to the King- 
dom of Fudah, Athal:ab had kill'd as 


many of the Kings children as ſhe could 


find to make way for her ſelf, and Foaſh 
was taken away to ſave his life. And 
therefore the People of Fudah might 
Conſult their ſafety, and to ſave their 
places, and preferments, might become 
her SubjeAts, and pay her the ſame 
Allegiance as was due to the moſt Law- 


/ Ful Prince in the World, and ſwear 


an Oath of Fidelity to her to defend 
her againft all men, even againſt him, 
awhom "they own'd ,and acknow- 
ledg'd had the Right to the Throne. 
For (ſaith the Dr.) Self-preſervation 
is as much a Law 10 Subjets as to the 
Prince. But then, if it does not prove 
that, then the Biſhop is in the Right, 
and the Dr. in the wrong. And whats 
ever elſe we may do to preſerve the 


SOcictys, and our lelyes,, We may not 
( 
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ſwear Allegiance, nor own the Autho- 
rity of an Uſurper, 

And now are not theſe pure Argn- 
ments ? The inſtance the Dr. pre- 
tends to anſwer, ſets them in a clear 
light, and diſcovers the fallacy of them 
better than any traines of diſcourſe, 
The Dr. knows, that an Argument 
that proves too much, is as faulty as 
one that proves too little : Every body 
ſees that they prove nothing in that 
caſe that has reſpe& to them,and there- 
fore they prove nothing in ours, and 
with reſpe& to us; for there is not 
one Argument (if it have any force) 
but what equally concludes for their 
ſubmiſſion to an Uſurper, as for us; 
for the ends of Government are the 
fame in all Countrys, and ſelf-Preſer- 
vation, and Preſervation of Society, and 
the neceflity of Government in order to 
it. All theſe are the ſame with reſpect 
to Fudah as to any other Society, for 
I hope Gods entail did not make the 
preſervation of the Society to be a 
leſs duty in them than in others. If 
it be ſaid the Providence of God will 
take care in ſuch extraordinary caſes , 
I fay ſotoo; but then this is Univer- 
ſal likewiſe, and the Dr. who hath 
talked ſo much of Providence, might 
have let us have ſome of it here, where 
tis ſeaſonable and proper, and the 
Application true; in all ſuch ſtreights 
and difhculties, we muſt refer our 
ſelves to Gods Providence, to find out 
a way for the ſafety of our ſelves and 
the SoCety, and not make a way for 
our ſelves, and att unwarrantably ; and 
I am certain we have more ground to 
hope that God will preſerve us and 
our Society, by keeping ftrialy to our 
duty, than by taking up unjuſtifiable 
methods of onr own. A Kingdom can 
hardly be ſuppoſed to be in greater 
ſtreights in this matter, then the King 


_ dom of Fudab was all thoſe fix Years 


of Athaliah's Ufurpation, but for all 
that, theſe formidable buſinefles of 
disbanding Societies, of ruining a Nuti= 

Fr 


Pag. 42. 


* fore any one 


on, was no Teaſon at all for their 
ſwearing to her, but they truſted 
Gods Providence, and ſo muſt we, 
which ( as the Dr. can tell us when 
it ſerves his turn ) takes care of all 
extraordinary Caſes, and there we muſt 
leave them. 

What follows in the Dr. is mighty 
fine: He does not think that Proteftion 
and Allegiance ;, but be thinks Govern- 
ment and Allegiance are ſuch relatives, 
as the one cannot ſubſet without the 
other, if the Prince cannot Govern, the 
People cannot Obey :;, and therefore for- 
ſooth, becauſe they cannot obey him, 
they muſt fight againſt him and kill 
him, and do their utmoſt to ruine 
him : for ſaith he, 4s far as be quits 
his Government he quits their (his Sub- 
jeas) Allegiance, and leaves bis Subjets 
4s he does his Crown, 10 be poſſeſſed by 
another, that is, ſo ſoon as Foaſh was 
taken away ard hid, the Subjects were 
forthwith diſcharged of their Allegi- 
ance to him, and they as well as his 
Crown, were to be poſſefled by Atha- 
liab:, for as the Dr. ſays, Ze may 
bave a Legal Right to both, but he can- 
not atually have the Subjefts Allegiance 
without the Crown: nor can Subj:ts pay 
him their Allegiance without his being 
reftored to the Poſſeſion of his Throne, 
n0 more than they can obey, when he can- 
not command. Now the Dr. tells us, 
This is as certain as any Propoſition in 
Zogic: And for all that, it is as plain 
a fallacy as ever I met with, and the 
inftance before us lays it open, and 1 

as the Dr. Was the Reftoring Foafh 
to the Throne an Aﬀ of their Alle» 
fiance orno? If not, What Duty was 
it? But iF it was,then Allegiance follows 
the Perſon of-the King, tho he be out 
of the Pofſefſion of the Throne. 1 
know the Dr. tells ns, That FOAS# 
was firt Anointed, and "Proclaimed be- 
ſtirred 'a 'fihger again/t 
AT HALI AF ;, But if that made any 
alteration-in the matter, had A4thli- 
-6þ come but an hour ſooner, the Snbs» 
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Iaives is loft, the Relation ts deftroy'd, 


jets muſt have been all her own, ((or" 
the was in Poſſeſſion of tife Fhrone) 
and were bound in Conſcience to ftand 
by her, and if ſhe required it to have 
knocked Foaſh on the head, as a Ca» 
pital Enemy to her Government. But 
the Dr. knows well enough, that his 
Anointing and Proclaigging did not 
make him King, but that (according 
to the Rules of Succeſſion in that and 
other Kingdoms) he was King all the 
time of Athaliab's Ufurpation, and Al- 
legiance was due to him, and upon 
the account of that they reftored him. 
And then it follows, that Allegiance 
is due to a Prince, tho his Throne 
be poflefled by an Uſurper. The 
Foundation the Dr. builds all this 
upon is a miſtake, And that is, That 
Government and Allegiance are fuch Re- 
latives as da MUTUO SE PONERE 
ET TOLLERE. Now by Govern- 
ment the Dr. means the attual Ad- 
miniſtration of it. And then Govern. 
ment and Allegiance are ſo far from 
being ſuch Relatives, that they areno 
Relatives at all, they are only the Atts 
of Relatives, and to ſay the Acts of 
Relatives are Relatives, is ſo far from 
being as certdin, as any Propoſmtion in 
Logic, that it is Logical Non-ſence, it 
is to ſay that the Aﬀual Government 
of a Maſter, and the Ohedience of 
Servants are Relatives; fo that, if a 
Maſter be ſpirited away, or faken Cap- 
tive, ſo as he can give no DireQions 
in his Family, nor aQually govern it, 
his Servants .immediately ceaſe to bez 


his Servants, and the Relation is eX- 


tin, and when in ſome time after fie 
recovers his Liberty and returns to his 
Family, he finds his Houſe thrown 
out at windows, or his Servants flown, 
or his Family heſtywed upon another 


Maſter that wil! govern it, for they 


have nothing + to do. with him; * the 
Relation was oyly: between his 2Qual 


"Government and their Obedience: 


And ſaith the Dr. When one of the Ke- 


'S aud 


» 


#nd nothing but tbe Memory of it left. 
The Relation is only between King 
and Subje&, and the Aﬀual Admini- 
ſtration of Government of the one hand 
and paying Allegiance on the other, 
are but the As of that Relation, and 
Conſequential to it, but are not Re- 
latives themſelves; nor do they, mutuo 
ſe ponere O& toltere ;, if a Subjet is ta- 
ken Captive, or otherwiſe hinder'd 
from paying Attual Allegiance, is the 
Relation loſt, and does he therefore 
immediately Ceaſe to be a Subjett ? 
And therefore neither doth a King ; 
if he be hinder*d from the Attual Ad- 
miniſtration of Government, ceaſe to 
be a King; but hath the ſame Right 
to our Allegiance , ih and out of Poſle(- 
fion : Allegiance was due to Foaſn, be- 
fore he Attually adminiftred the 
Government; Nay, when an Uſurper 
Adtually adminiftred it, and ſo it was to 
David, tho he fled out of the Coun- 
trey. Before I have done with this 
inſtance, there is another thing to be 
remark'd from it, the Dr. in his 
Preface tells us concerning Schiſm, 
that the Principles, a Pamphlet pro- 
ceeds upon, are ſuch as would have 
made all the Fews Schiſmaticks , when 
the High Prieſt became Annual, and 
makes the Greek& Church Schiſma- 
ticks, as often as the Grand Seignior 
changes their Patriarch. Now I have 
but one queſtion to ask him, and it 
3s in the inftance before us, ſuppoſe 
Athaliab ſhould have depos'd Fehoiada, 
and put another High Prieſt in his 
place, who were the Fews bound in 
Conſcience to Communicate with ! 
Or does he believe they wonld have 
deſerted Feboiada, and have joyn'd 
themſelves any more to Athaliat's 
High Prieſt, than they did to Atha- 
liab her ſelf: when the Dr. gives me 
a clear anſwer to this, he ſhall hear 
more of my mind. 
3+ The Dr's Diſtintion is againſt 
him. *Tis true, God did entayle the 
Kingdom of Fudab on the family of 
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David , and for that Reaſon they 
ought not to Submit to an Uſurper, 
but this is ſo. far from being a Reaſon, 
why they may Submirt- to one in ©0- 
ther Kingdoms, where entayles are 
made by Laws, that it is a Reaſon, 
and a very good one, why they 
ought not : For Gods entayling the 
Crown of Fudah, was the Law of 
that Kingdom in that reſpe@, and the 
people of other Kingdoms are as much 
bound to obſerve their own Laws, as 
the people of Fudah were theirs. All 
Humane Laws that are juſt, bind in con- 
ſcience, and (according to the Dr's own 
Principles) Theſe Laws were made 
by God's Authority. fo that the 
Dr. miſtakes the Queſtion; we do 
not oppoſe Humane Laws to Gods 
Authority, but we oppoſe Laws, that 
are made by God's Authority, and 
which are a Rule to us, to Providence 
which is no Rule. When Go1 en- 
tay'd the Crown upon Davids Poſte- 
rity , they had then a Legal Right 
to it, and ſo hath every Family in 
other. Kingdomes upon which an en- 
tayl is made by the Reſpe@ive Laws 
of the Countrey. King Charles the 
Second had as good a Right to the 
Crown of England, as Foaſh had to that 
of Fudab,andCro: wells Uſurpation was 
no more a bar to him, nor gave Crom- 
well by his Poſſeſſion of the Throne, 
any more Right to our Allegiance, than 
Athaliabs was againſt Foaſh:, or then 
her Poſſeſſion gave her a Right to the 
Allegiance of the people of Fudab : 
God gave other Political Laws to his 

ople, as well as this of Succeflion, 

ut will any man fay therefore, that 
the Municipal Laws in other Countreys 
were not in all Reſpedts as binding, 
to the Reſpeive people. But to come 
nearer to our purpoſe: The Diviſi- 
on of the Land of Caxaan to the 
Twelve Tribes, was Expreſly Com- 
manded by G O D himſelf ; and 
here. we may try the full ftrength of 
the Dr's Argument. The Poſteſfion 
of 


ef the Land of Canazn, to each Tribe 
and family was allotted, and appointed 
by Gods Expreſs Comman1, but the 
Pofleſfions in all other Countries, are 
only by his Providence. And there- 
fore (according to the Dr's way of 
Reaſoning) every man that wrongfully 
poſſels'd himſelf of another Mans Eſtate 
in that Land, muſt be made to re- 
Kore it; for God had Expreſly given it 
to the other, and to his tamily, But 
in all other Countries, if a Man by 
Providcnce, get his Neighbours Eſtate, 
he mult have it; for the event is Gods 
at, and *tis his Evident Decree, and 
Council, that he ſhould have it, and 
todeny it, is to ſay that God as well as 
men, is confin'd to &umane Laws in diſ- 
puling of Eftates. But now if this 
be falſe Reaſoning, and ſuch atts of 
providence are no ſign that it 
1s Gods will he ſhould have the e- 
ftate, but the Laws of the Land mnſt 
take place notwithftanding ; Then 
it is plain the Dr's DiſtinQion is vain, 
and there is not that difference in this 
Reſpett, between the Laws that God 
himſelf makes, and thoſe that are made 
by his Authority; for God gave the e- 
ftates of private men to them and 
their heirs, as expreſly as he did en- 
tay] the-Crown upon Davids fami- 
ly» 

There is one thing the Dr. aflerts, 
which (if it were true) would over- 
throw all that is ſajd, and therefore 
deſerves to be conſidered; and that is, 
that the Laws of the Land are the Rule 
of Conſcience, when they do not contradi? 
the Laws of God ;, but when 1hey do, they 
are no Rules 10 us, but their Obligation 
muſt give place to a Divine Authority. 
Now if (in the preſent caſe) the Dr. 
could prove this as ſtrongly, as he 
affirms it, he hath gained the cauſe ; 
for there is no diſpute , but we 
muſt Obey the Laws of God, before 
thoſe of men ! But where is this Law 
of God that commands us to Obey 
Uſurpers? Where js it ever attirm'd in 
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Scripture in Expreſs Terms, or De- 
duced from thence by evident Con- 
ſequence ? This Law had need be 
very clear and evident, and the Dr. had 
need be very ſure of it, when he builds 
not only his book, but his Prattiſe vp- 
on it, in plain Contradiftion (by his 
own Confetlion) to the Laws of the 
Land. He owns the Laws of the Land 
are the Rule of Conſcience, and if 
thoſe he clear and certain, and it be 
doubtful , and uncertain, whether the 
other be the Law of God or no, Un- 
byaſs'd Conſcience would ſoon Deter- 
mine the Caſe, that we are bound ta 
follow that which is certaia and plain, 
rather than that which is - doubtful 
and obſcure : Now that it is not 
clear, that there is ſuch a Law of God, 
is evident not only from the Contro- 
verſies about it in the late diſmal 
times of Ulſurpation , but that no 
learned men could ever eſpy this 
Law, before the times of Fohn Goods 
wyn, and the Dr. muſt have a great Q- 
pinion of his own judgment , if he 
think that himſelf, Fohn Good myn, and 
Mr. Eaton, can bear up the Authority 
of this interpretation againſt all the 
world. The Dr. himſelf tells us with 
Reſpect to the Titles of Princes, That 8 
theſe are great diſputes among Learned Pag. 19 
Men, and how then ſhould Unlearned 
Men underfland them ? And ] cannot 
think (ſaith he) that the Reſolution of Con- 
ſcience in ſuch matters as all mankind are 
concern'd in, ſhould depend upon ſuch Ni- 
ceties as Learned Men themſelves cannot 
agree in. And is not this the Caſe of - _.. 
the Main Principle, and indeed the 
only material Argument in his whale 
Book ? And it concludes more ſtrongly 
againſt him; for the Current Judgment 
of Learned Men is on the other fide, 
and not many, if any Learned Man 
beſides himſelf, ever held there was 
ſuch a Law,, or. Concurred with him 
in his interpreration of Scripture; {0 
that, if he could give a plauſible ac- 
count of his own interpretation, it 
would 


4 


would hardly be ſufficient to warrant 
fuch a Book, or ſuch a PraQice, con- 
Trary to a plain and known Rule, and 
about which there is otherwiſe no 
Controverſie. And this I take to be 
a ſufficiert Anſwer; however, I ſhall 
briefly Confider what he urges from 
Scripture. 

Thoſe Teſtimonies he Cites from 
the Old Teſtament , That God giveth 
4g. 11. Kingdoms 10 whomſoever be will, that 

be removes K ings, and ſetteth up Kings, 

Dan. 4. 17. & 2. 21. 37. Theſe are 
certainly True, but nothing to his 
Purpoſe; for God did always ſet up, 
and remove Kings: but this was no E- 
yidence that God would have Uſurpers 
obey*'d as Kings, as is evident in the 
Caſe of Athalzah, And God did as 
much remove Kings, and ſet up Kings 
in the Kingdom of Fudah, as in any 0- 
ther Kingdom. And therefore it can- 
not from theſe Exprefſions be nece(- 
farily concluded , That every Perſon 
that gets Pofſeſhon of the Throne, 
is a King, and ought to have the 
Duties belonging to a King, payd to 
him. But the Truth is, the Dottor 
throughout his Book, begs the Que- 
{tion ; He takes it for granted, That 
every Uſurper is, a King, when that 
is the Thing- to be proved; and-he 
knows all Learned Men deny that an 
{furper is a King, as Athaliab was 
no Queen, though ſhe had got the 
Poſſeſhon of the Throne; And what 
is ſetting up Kings to an Uſurper, 
who is no King. However, when 
Perſons have Poffefhon of the Throne 
.- — Who have a Legal Title, either by 
** Deſcent, or other Acquiſition , and 
who are Kings by the Conſent of all 
Mankind, it is plain, that God ſets 
them up. And it cannot neceflarily 
be concluded, that any more is meant 
by Gnd's fetting up Kings. And if 
it cannot be mecefiarily concluded, 
then here is not frofn thence any ſuf- 
ficient Warrant, to call every Uſur- 
per God's King, anc to pay Duties to 
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them accordingly: as Athaliah was 
not God's Queen, though ſhe had 
Poſſeſſion of the Throne, and- though 
God remov'd, and fet up Kings then, 
as well as in any other Age. 
His Teſtimony from the New Te- 
ſtament is , Kom. 13. 4, 2, Let every 
Soul be Subjef to the Higher Powers, 
for all Power is of God, &c. Now by 
Powers (contrary to the current of all 
g00d interpreters) the Dr. underſtands 
Uſurped as well as Lawful Powers ; 
And his Reaſon is hecauſe the Scripture 
makes no diſtintion between K ings, and 
UVſurpers. Now -I had thought the 
Caſe of Athaliab had been a diſtinQi- 
on, and had this Precept been given 
in thoſe days, I wonder whether any 
body would have doubted of whom it 
ought to be nnderitood, whether of 
Athaliab, or Foaſh. But (ſaith the 
Dr.) If the Apoſile had intended ſuch 4 
diſtintion, be ought to bave ſaid it in ex- 
preſs words. And why ſo I pray ? Do's 
not the nature of the thing ſufficiently 
diſtinguiſh it ? And are there not ge» 
neral Rules about Right and Wrong, 
which extend to all Perſons and Ca- 
ſes ? Does not the Doctor himſelf tell 
us , that St. Peter explaines St. Paul, 
Submit your ſelves to tbe King (i. C.) 
faith the Dr. in St. Paul's Phraſe to the 
Higher Powers:, and is there any need 
in ſuch injun&tions: to diſtinguiſh be- 
tween a King and no King? The A4- 
poſtle Exhorts to Obey them that bave 
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Rule over you, meaning the Miniſter of 4 eb, 13. 


the Goſpel ; now the Apoſtle makes no 
ditintion between LEawful Miniſters, 
and intruders., and therefore if any 
Man can but get a Congregation, he 
muſt be the perſon underſtood in this 
Precept, and the Dr. knows there has 
been as much Uſurpation of the Mini- 
try as'ever was of Civil Government. 
In ſhort, the Dr's Reaſon, for his inter- 
pretation isagainſt him, There has e- 
ver been a Diſtintion in the World 
between Legal and ſurped Powers, 
and *cis probable enough that St. Pau? 

| (who 
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Wo 
. 


(who. was: ſo Learned a, Man). knew 
it; and, if. he had intended to. enjpyn 
Obedience to Uſurped- Pawers , 'tis 
probable- he would haye faid {9 in, 
expreſs Terms; | but ſince he never 
ſaid ſo, we have Reaſon co conclude 


he never intended it. FE 
4. In Anſwer to the Author, 1t- 15 


aſſerted above, That his Interpretati- 
on '( and the ſame may be ſaid of the . 


Dc's.) juſtifies an unreaſonable and 
impious DoQrine, by making the Ats 
or-Permiſſions of Providence, a Rule 
for Praiſe, againſt Right and Juſtice. 
Something, of this the Dr. takes No- 
tice of, and puts it into an Objettion. 


Pay. 34+. Have not Prates and Robbers as good 


a Title to my Purſe, as an Uſurper has to 
the Crown ? Does not the Providence 
ef .God order and diſpoſe all theſe events ? 
To which the Dr. thus Anſwers; The 
Diſpute is not about Humane and Legal 
Right in either Caſe, but ahout Autho- 
rity now #0 Man pretends that Thieves 
and Pyrates bave God's Authori- 
ty, I Anſwer, What is this to the 
Purpoſe ? I know Thieves and Rob- 
berts have not God's Authority, nei- 
ther hath an Uſurper; but have they 
not Gad's Providence as well as an 
Uſurper ? And if Pofſeffion of Autho- 
rity by Providenne, gives a Right to 
it, Why does not the Poſſeſſion of my 
Purſe, by the ſame Providence, give a 
Right to it ? The Dr. puts it into 
the Objection, Have not Robbers as 
gaod 4 Title to my Purſe, as an Uſur- 
per to the Crown? And it js certain 
they, have as good 2 Title, for they 
baye the very ſame, 1 grant, -That 
taking a Purſe, and taking Authority, 
are Two Things, and ſo are alſo U- 
ſurpation. and Right. But the Que- 
tion is about Providence., and that 
is, the. ſame; he that takes a Purſe, 
takes it by Providence, as; well. gs' he 
that takes a Throne and if-Provi- 
dence. gives a Right, the one hath 
It as. well as the other. But, The 
Serzpture ( ſaith the Dr.) expreſly tells 
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us, that -K-ingdongs rave diſpog'd of Gof,. » 
Py is, of -God ;, ang | does + 


that, all, Pg 
not the ſame. Scripture tell us, that 
the Earth: is-the Lord's, and the Ful- 
neſs thereof, that he diſpoſeth of it as 
he pleaſes, that when ' Fob was 
rob'd, he ſaid, The Lord bath taken 

/F But if the Scripture; had-not. 


ſg fa, the Dr. ſays it 3 for he tells - 
us+Aa}' Events are Gods Att and Deed. - 


And then.it muſt follow, that the Poſ- 
ſeſhon of my Purſe by a Thief, is as 
much. God's Decree and Council, as 
the Pofleſhon of the Throne. The 
Dr. founds all this in God's Creation ; 
God (ſaith he ) is the Natural Lord of 
the World, becauſe he made it, and no 
Creature has any Right to Govern the 
world, or any Part of it, but as be 
receives any Autbority from God. And 
is not this the ſame in all other Re- 
ſpeats ? Are not all Mens Eſtates God's 
as well as Authority? And has any 
Man a Right to his Eftate, but what 
God gives him? And does it thence 


follow, that eyer any Man can get by. 


Providence, though it be never {0 
much againſt the Laws and common 
Right, it is his own, becauſe God is 


not ty'd to Human Laws, and hath, 


a Right to the World by Creation, 
and may give it to whom he pleaſe, 
And I wonder what Reaſon there 1s, 
That *tis a more certain Sign to us, 
that the Poffeſſion of Power by Pro» 
vidence, gives any more Right to it, 


than the Pofleſſion of Goods, or an. 


Eſtate gives a Right to them, 


5- It is before afſerted, That the. 
Authors Interpretation reproaches the 


Vertue and Loyalty of theſe admira- 
ble Men that ſuffer'd between the 
Years 42 and 60, And the very ſame 
does the Dr's Interpretation, and. all 
his Arguments; Now, this the Dr 
takes Notice of, but ſays it is only 


a Prejudice, bus nn, Argument, nor can P4gs 45» 


be form'd into an Argument. And why 

nat I pray? I had thought an Argue» 

ment from, Example had been an Ar- 
M0 


gument; . 
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gument, though not always a very 
good one. And yet ( when it ſerves 
his Purpoſe ) he can make uſe of a 
fingle Example, and that alſo. very 
doubtful, as the Caſe of Faddus. But 
the Example of ſo many Excellent 
Men, at once, and freſh in our Me- 
mories, and whoſe very' Examples ap 
ported the Honour and Reputation of - 
the Proteftant Religion, when the Dr's'' 
Arguments, and the PraQtiſes conſe- 
quent upon them, made it ftink in 
the Noſtrils of the World. And cer- 
tainly ſuch Examples as theſe, have 
their Weight, and deſerve from us, 
and all Proteftauts in the World, high 
Veneration. And it may juſtly move 
any Mans Indignation, to fee the 
Worthys of the World, and of our 
Church, mock'd and diminiſh'd, and 
repreſented as Knaves or Fools, and 
all to ſupport a mean and pitiful Ar- 
gument, that has nothing in it. How- 
ever, the Dr. owns, that this is a Pre- 
judice, and fo it is, and a very con- 
fiderable one : And I wonder what 
he hath ſaid to remove it; not one 
Word to the Purpoſe. He tells in- 
deed of ſome Differences, but not 
one that is any Difference as to the 
Matter beſore us, of Submiſſion to U- 
ſarped Powers: TI ſhall put them all 
together: becauſe the Dr. ſays, Al 
together they will be more than Anſwer 
enough ;, and yet FT think all together, 
and as much more, will not make 
half an Anſwer. They are theſe. The 
great Yillanies of thoſe Days, bare-jacd 
Rebellion , the Murder of one of the 
Beſ# of Princes, the Parb:rous Uſage 
of the K ing's Friends, by $:queſtratton, 
Plunders, Impriſonmen's . Biſbops, &C. 
turn'd out, the L934! Clergy could nct 
keep their Living: without Renouncing 
#be Church of Enzland-s The whole 
Government, and the Fundamental Con- 
fitution of the Nation was overaurn'd; 
And moreover, their Government was 
never ſettled, but frequently chang'd and 
modelWd:, and they bad not a National 
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Conſent and Submiſfion:, for the Rump 
was 'not 4 Parliament , nor th: Repre-- 
ſemtatives of the Nation. Now the Dr. 
maintains, That Submiſlton is dane to- 
uſurped Powers, by what ill Means 
ſoever they attain it: And that I 
think is Anſwer enongh , That the 


» Villanies he mentions, makes no Dif- 


ference in his Argument :; The barba- 
rous Uſage indeed, made ſome Diffe- 
rence in point of Intereſt, but none 
in point of Conſcence; for if they 
were bound in Conſcience to ſubmit, 
they were ſo, notwithſtanding ſuch 
Uſage ( Yid. Dr. Sherlock's Caſe of 
Refoftance) : But the Truth is, 
T hey met with ſuch Uſage , becauſe- 
they did not ſubmit; if they would 
have ſubmitted, and turn, and becorfie 
Parties to the Government, they 
would have uſed them very kindly; 
and it may be, have reſtor'd their E-. 
ſtates, and Zivings. As to the Biſhops; - 
Deans, and Clergy, the Caſe is cons» 
cerning, Civil Government, not Eccle« 
fiaſtical;, and I do not find they were- 
bound to- Abjure Epiſcopacy:; and'I 
hope they being diſabled to keep a: 
Living, eſpecially if it be a good one, 
is not, a ſufficient Reaſon to Rebel: 1f- 
that be the Caſe, King Wilizm had 
belt take care to keep up the Rights 
of the Church, or elſe the Dr's Oath; 
and thoſe of his Brethren, do not bind 
them. As to the overturning the 
Conſtitution, that is but changing the- 
Form of Government, as the Doftory 
knows the Convocation ſays, When. 
ſuch Degenerate Forms of Government 
are throughly ſettled; and when the 
Dr. ſpeaks of Uſurped Powers in ge- 
neral, I ſuppoſe he does not mean it 
only of a King, but of a Government. 
Theſe Ufurpers had uſurped” the Po- 
wer of the Lords and' Commons, as 
well' as of the King , but they were: 
Uſurpers ftilt, and no- more Uſurpers 
in that than in the other, except the 
Dr, thinks, that they that Uſurp upon 
the King,. muſt be obey'd; but _ 
hatt 


that uſurp upon the Parliament, muſt 
not. But (ſaith the' Dr.) the Go- 
vernment was not ſettled; if he could 
prove this, he might let all the reft 
alone; but why was it not ſettled ? 
Becauſe it was frequently chang'd ; but 
every one of theſe Changes was a 
Seitlement, if the Dr's Notion of a 
Settlement be right, and Cromwel was 
fully poſſeſs'd of the Throne for Five 
Years, and more fully and quietly than 
the Preſent Government, all Scotland 
and Ireland, as well as England, was 
in his Hands But as the National 
Conſent in Parliament, that is indeed 
part of our Conſtitution, but what is 
that to Uſurpation, which may uſurp 
as well npon all Branches of the Con- 
itution, as upon one. The Dr. tells 
us, that Legal Rights is not in the 

Queſtion, God is above Law, and to 
whom he gives Authority, muſt be 
obey'd, and the Pofſefſbn of it is an 
Evidence that he gives it. And if 
Cromwel pofſeſs'd the Authority of 
K ings, Lords and Commons, why then 
he had God's Authority In all theſe 
Reſpe&s, and ought to have been 0- 
bey'd. And let any Man read the 
Dr's Notion of a Settlement, ( and 
he tells us, he deſpairs of ever ſeeing 
another ) and try if it will not fit 
Cromwel in all ReſpeRs, juſt as if it 
had been made for him. 


But there is one thing more yet 
behind; and that is an Argument from 
Intereſt; and that 1 ſuppoſe is not 
much better than an Argument from 
Example: JU the Late Times ( ſaith 
he) of Rebellion, all the Friends of 
Monarchy, &c. *were bound' in Interest 
to take all Opportunities to reſtore the 
King: but were they not bound in 
Conſcience to the contrary ? If they 
were not, all the Dr's Arguments 
were nothing ; if they were, then he 
has given a very Honourable Chara- 
Qer of theſe excellent Men, that they 
preferr'd their Intereſt to their Con- 
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all the Arguments in the Dodtor's 
Book. 


ſciences, which if any man can be- 
lieve, then I will engage to believe 


Eefore Lend this, I ſhall offer the 
Dr. one Argument, and it. is this: If 
Poſſefton of Soveraign Power, contra- 
ry to Law, bz God's Authority, and 
ought to be obey*d, then whatever So-- 
veraign Power a Prince poſſefſes him- 
ſelf of, is likewiſe God's Authority, 
and ought to be obeyed : Fer, the 
formal Reaſon of Obedience to ſuch 
a Prince is, becauſe he hath God's. 
Authority ; and the Evidence that he 
bath that Authority, is, becauſe he is 
poffeſs'd of Soveraign Tower. And 
therefore, ſo far as a Prince can pofleſs 
himſelf ofSoveraign Power, ſo far he 
hath God's Authority,.and ought to be 
obeyed. Now I take it for. granted, 
and” the Dr. will not deny it, That to 
be Abſolute and Arbitrary isnot incon= 
ſiſtent with the notion of Soveraign 
Power: If therefore a Prince in a li- 
mitted Monarchy, reſolves. to. be arbi- 
trary, (which the Dr. grants may Caſe of 
very eaſily be, when he has all the xe. | 
Power of the Kingdom in his hancs, p, 1344 | 
and muſt not be reſiſted) to make his | 
Will the Law, and to exerciſe an ille- 
gal Power, he muſt be obeyed, as 
God's Authority, whatſoever the Laws 
of the Land ſay to the contrary. : 
For, the Dr. tells us, That when the P. 52, 
Laws of the Land contradi# the Laws 
of God, they are no Rule to us, but their 
Obligation mu## give place to Divine 
Authority : i. e. When God gives a 
Man Authority ; and that is ( accor- 
ding to him ) when he is by Provi- 
dence poffefſed' of it, he muſt be 4 
obeyed, notwithſtanding any InjunRi- 
on' of Human Laws. So that if a 
Judge were to adminifter Juſtice ac- 
cording to the Laws, or, if he does- 
not ſwear, he isobliged to it; yet if 
the King command him to give Sen- 
tence without Tryal, or forms of _— 

py 
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if 
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he. is bound to do it, for the obliga- 
tion he has to the Laws muſt give 
place to the Authority of Gad, which 
the King is pofſefſed of, And then, 
alas ! what will become of us, who 
refus'd to read the Declaration, and 
the Gentlemen of Magdalen Coll:ge ? 
we thought the Laws were our Rule, 
and they their Statutes, and ſo it ſeems 
they were ; but if they contradifted 
the Authority of God as they did, if 
they contradifted the Power the King 
was poſſefſed of, their Obligation 
ceag'd, Now, I ſuppoſe, no body at 
that time diſputed K. F's Power, if 
he had only commanded them to 
chaſe another Preſident contrary to 
their Statutes and their Oaths, and 
had 'not been. able to Cruſh them, if 
they refuſed, (the Dr's CharaQeriſtick 
of a Settlement in the Poffeſſion of 
Power) then the Statutes were their 
Rule, and ney were bound in Con- 
ſcience to oblerve them ; but- if he 
were able to Cruſh them, . ( as what, 
he aftually did' he was. certainly able 
to do) then their Obligation was to 
Zive place to the Authority of God, 
manifeſted by Pofſeffion of Power, 
and they were bound in Conſcience 
to obſerve his Command, contrary to 
their Statutes and Oaths, in obedience 
to God's Authority, which is ſuperiour 
to them. 


Now, this is a pretty plain Caſe ; 
and if the Dr's Arguments be good, 
then we our ſelves, and the Fellows 
of Magdalen College, upon pretence of 
obeying the Laws, have only been 


| diſobeying God's Authority; for the 
! aſſuming an Illegal Power is no more 
| againſt the Laws, than legal and 
k Uſurped Powers; and God, when he 


zives Authority, is confin'd to our 

aws and Conſtitution no more, in 
the extent of Power, than in the Per- 
fon :, and the only Fyidence that we 


| Have, that God gives it, is DPoſ: 
. | Teſhon of it by Providence; and 
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whatſoever Power -a Prince is poſſeſ; 
ſed of, hath the ſame Evidence, and 


coxſequently is a Branch of the ſame_ 


Authority. And Arbitrary Power is 
not inconſiſtent with the notion of 
Soveraign Power, and whatever Limi- 
tations of Government there are now 
in the World, they are only Limita. 
tions made by Hnman Laws, and of 
no force againſt God's Authority : 
That is, in ſhort, there can be no» 
thing ſaid to juſtihe Obedience to a 
Polfeflor of the Throne contrary to 
Law, but what is of equal force to 
juſtifie Obedience to the exerciſe or 
atts of Illegal Power, contrary to Law ; 
and the Conicience is as much obli- 
Fed to one as to the other; and that 
Ss, That it is not the Iaws of the 
Land, but the Power of the Prince, 
which is the Rule of Conſcience. 
And here is the plain Queſtion ; 
Had the Gentlemen of Magdalen 
College comply'd with the Will and 
Power of the King, contrary to their 
Statutes and their Oaths, had they in 
ſo doing been perjur'd ? if they had, 
then the Laws are to be a Rule, 
contrary to the Poſſeſſion of Power, 
let that Poſſeſſion have never ſo much 
Providential Evidence of God” Authoe 
rity, and let the Perſon ſo poſſeſſed 
be never ſo able toCruſh them for 
Refuſal. But then it will follow, that 
all the Dr's Arguments of Poſſeſſion 
by Providence, contrary to Laws, will 
really fignifie very little : for, How 
comes an'Oath to Local Statutes to 
bs of more force than an Oath of 
Allegiance ? and, I would fain ſee a 
Reaſon, why the Laws of a private 
College ſhould oblige the Members 
of that Society, - more than the Laws 
of a Kingdom ſhoulq oblige the Sub- 
jets of that Kingdom. If it be ſaid, 
That though the King exerciſed an 
Illegal Power, yet he was not throughly 
ſettled in the poſſeſſion of it, becauſe 
he had not a National Conſent to 
it : ] ſay © too, but thenl lay like- 

Wiſty 
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that an illegal Power is not through- 
ly ſettled, nor does bind the Subje& 
to Obedience, till it becomes Legal, 
for a National Conſent, may part with 
the Rights of a Nation, as well as the 
Conſent -of a Prince may part with 
his ewn Rights. And then it follows, 
that Pofleſſion of Power, though there 
be Providence, and an Army in the 
caſe, is not a Rule for Obedience to 
it, as to the Authority of God , but 
only the Legality of Power. 

And thus 1 have Examind all that 
the Dr. offers from the Convecation 
Book, and incidentally the main Prin- 
Ciples and Arguments of his Book : 
And if what I have faid, be True, 
with Reſpett to the Convocation, then 
I have Anſwer'd his whole Book, by 
his own Confeſſion : For he tells us, 
That 1 may not appear to be ſengular, ant 
to advance Paradoxes, 1 jball prove it 
from the DoQrines and Principles of the 
Church sf England. But then, if he 
hath not prov'd it from the Dottrines 
of the Church of England,as he hath not, 
if he hath not prov*. it from the Con- 
vocation, then by his own Confeſſion 
he is ftngular, and advances Para- 
doxes; and I hope Paradoxes do not 
need to be anſwer'd, let People that 
write them, challenge as much as they 
pleale: And as for Singularity, I 
confeſs he has ſome Company , but 
ſuch, as he hath no great need to be 
proud of, Fohn Goodwyn, and Eaton, 
and Three or Four more luch as They, 


have maintain'd the very ſame; and he. 


might as well have challeng'd us to 
Anſwer them, and it had been to as 
much Purpoſe; for they have the ve- 
ry ſame Arguments. But one would 
have thought amongit Men of the 
Church of England, the very Naming 
them , would have been Anſwering 
them. Bur tor any other in any Aze, 
I believe it would be hard to find 
any ſingle judicious Man, who has 
ever own'd His principles, or Sence 
of Scripture, and -any man that hath 


( 17) 
ever heard of this Diftinftion, 7y* 


rannns ſine Titulo, © Tyrannus exerci* 
tio, 13 able to diſcover the Novelty 


of the Dr's Principles; and that he. 


does nothing but maintain Paradoxes, 
if to maintain Opinions contrary to 
the general Sence of Mankind, be to 
maintain Paradoxes. 


I fhall Conclude with the Dr. as 
I did with the Author, with a Quo» 
tation to Confirm what I have ſaid, 
and with a RequeR to him; 


Firff, My Quotation ſhall be out 
of Dr. Sherloc&'s Caſe of Reſiſtance, 
Pag. 127, © Seq. 


Ts the Power of Vidtorious 
Rebels and Uſurpers from 
God 2 Did OLIVER 
CROMWE L receive 
his Power from God, then it 
ſeems it was unlawful to Re- 
fiſt him too, or to Conſpire 
againſt him : Then all thoſe 
Loyal Subjets, who refuſed 
to ſubmit to him, when he 
had got the POWER in- 
to his Hands, were Rebels 
and Traytors ? 


To this T Anſwer. 


That the moſt proſperous 
Rebel is not the Higher Po- 
wers,. while the N 4 T = 
RAL PRINCE, to whom 
we owe Obedience and Subje 
(lion is in being: And there- 
fore , though ſuch Men may 

'9 get 


— gm—_—— 


et the Power into their hands 
y God's Permiſſion, yet not 
by. God's Ordinance ; and he 
who Refiſts them, does not Re- 
fiſt the Ordinance of God, but 
the Uſurpations of Men. In 
Hereditary RKinz doms, the 
King never «dies, but the ſame 
Minnte that the Natural Per- 
ſon of one King dies, the 
Crown deſcends upon the next 
of Blood, and therefore, he 
who Rebelleth againſt the Fa- 
ther, aud Murders him, con- 
tinues a Rebel in the Reign 
of the Son, which Commences 
with his Fathers Death. 


Now the Dr. may ſay perhaps, that 
he has renounced this : But it may 
be true enough, for all that, and ſo it 
is for any thing he hath ſaid, to the 
contrary in his New Book ;, But to ſa- 
tishe him, I do not quote it for his Au- 
thotity,; far whatever his honeſty is, 


(18 ) 


his Authority isnot ſo much, and T ſap- 
poſe he does not expett it : But cite- 
it, becauſe it is true, and: 1s a plain de- 
claration of the ſence of the-Church of 
England, at that time; for this paſſyge 
was never yet queſtion'd, *till he hath 
now done it himſelf, And I believe, 
ſhould any man at that time, have but 
ask'd him the Queſtion, concerning his 
Preſent Opinions and Praftices,. he 
would have return'd ſuch an anſwer, 
as H424el gave to Eliſha, when he Pro- 
phetically told him of thoſe things, 
which he afterwards AQually did, fs 
thy ſervant 4 Dog, that be ſhonld dothi s 
great thing! But Hazael afterwards 
chang'd his mind, and ſo has the Dr. 


2, My Requeſt to him is, that, when 
he next publiſhes a Book, he will not 
put ſuch an Aﬀertion in the Preface ; 
Though 1 refus'd the Oaths, I never en- 
gaged in any Fation againſt it : I never 
made it my bufineſs t0 diſmade men from 
it, &c. For Never is a very long time, 
aad ſome body, or other, may chance 
to remember, and take notice of it; and 
when they ſee ſuch a bold Affertion in 
the Preface, they may be apt to Suf- 


2 Kings,. 
3. 13» 


pett , that all the Buok is the lame: 


PIECE, 
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